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LOCAL  OPTION  DISCUSSION 

IN  THE 

HOUSEofREPRESENTATIVES 

OF  PENNSYLVANIA, 


EXPLANATORY  REMARKS. 

1  These  dicussions  were  too  long  to  insert 
in  the  Vindicator  &  Good  Templar, 

;  and  yet  too  good  to  be  lost.  W e  publish 
them,  therefore,  as  a  supplement,  and  in 
form  for  folding  into  a  pamphlet  for  pres¬ 
ervation  and  future  reference. 

It  will  be  seen  we  have  given  the  entire 
discussion,  including  the  personal  tirade 
of  Mr. Plummer,  and  the  wild, illogical  as¬ 
sertions  of  Mr.  Butler  ana  Mr.  Agnew. 
We  are  entirely  willing  the  public  should 
compare  these  with  the  able  and  convinc¬ 
ing  arguments  of  Messrs.  Christy,  Stew¬ 
art,  Darbv,  Campbell,  Morgan,  Kimmell, 
Jackson,  Wolfe,  Nisley, Edge, Billingsley, 
Thompson,  (Indiana,)  and  others. 

We  also  give  as  full  as  possible  the 
proceedings  and  rulings  had  upon  the 
bill,  in  older  that  the  people  may  see  the 
illegal  and  unconstitutional  means  and 
partial  rulings  by  which  its  friends  sought 
to  force  it  through  the  House,  but  which 
were  detected  and  thwarted  by  the  vigi¬ 
lance  and  skill  of  Messrs.  Christy,  Camp¬ 
bell,  and  others. 

In  making  this  up  we  have  followed 
strictly  the  Official  Legislative  Record,,  so 
that  implicit  reliance  can  be  placed  in  the 
accuracy  of  what  follows. 

[Note  1. — Owing  to  circumstances  beyond  our  con¬ 
trol  the  last  sixteen  pages  were  printed  first  and  the 
vote  by  yeas  and  nays  omitted.  This  vote  is  given 
on  page  lf\ 

Note  2. — Price  of  the  pamphlet,  single  copies  5 
•oents  .  1(1  copies,  35  cents  ;  v5  copies  $1  00;  and  3  cents 
per  copy  for  additional  eop-'es.  Sent  postage  paid  to 
auy  add  rev-.] 


BILL  REPORTED,  FEB.  8,  1875. 

Mr.  J.  L.  Toner,  Derm, of  Westmore¬ 
land,  on  leave,  reported  from  the  com¬ 
mittee  on  Vice*  and.  Immorality,  as  com¬ 
mitted  the  following  bill  (Ho.  59  H.  R.) 


Section  1.  Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the 
act  approved  the  117th  day  of  March, 
A.  I).  1872,  entitled  An  act  to  permit  the 
voters  of  this  Commonwealth  to  vote 
every  three  years  on  the  question  of 
granting  licenses  to  sell  intoxicating 
liquors,  be  and  the'  same  is  herepy  re¬ 
pealed. 

Mr.  D.  J.  Rogers,  Dem. ,  of  Allegh¬ 
eny,  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  present 
the  report  of  the  minority  of  the  same 
committee  upon  the  same  subject. 
minority  report. 

To  the  Speaker  and  members  of  the  House 

of  Representatives : 

The  undersigned,  members  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Vice  and  Immorality,  protest 
against  reporting  favorably  the  bill  to  re¬ 
peal  the  so-called  Local  Option  act,  for  the 
following  reasons  : 

1 .  This  act  was  passed  in  response  to  the 
oft-repeated  petitions  of  the  friends  of 
temperance,  in  the  hope  that  it  would  help 
to  at  least  mitigate  the  terrible  evils  of  in¬ 
temperance  so  fearfully  prevalent  and  so 
rapidly  increasing  throughout  the  Com¬ 
monwealth.  It  was  accepted  in  forty-one 
counties  out  of  the  sixty-six  in  (he  State 
by  a  majority  of  the  votes  in  each  of  these 
counties,  and  hence  is  in  force  in  these 
counties  in  obedience  to  the  will  of  the 
people  in  them,  without  interfering  in  any 
manner  with  the  privileges  of  those  resid¬ 
ing  in  the  counties  voting  for  license.  If, 
as  is  alleged  by  the  enemies  of  the  law, 
public  sentiment  has  set  in  against  the  law, 
public  sentiment  will  have  a  full  opportu¬ 
nity  to  express  itself  at  the  polls  by  voting 
it  down  at  the  next  triennial  election.  If 
no  such  change  of  public  sentiment  has 
set  in  against  the  law,  as  is  alleged  by  its 
friends,  it  would  he  unfair  to  them  and  a 
stultification  on  the  part  of  the  Legislature 
itself  to  repeal  it. 

2.  This  repeal  is  not  asked  for  by  the 


friends  of  temperance  in  whose  interests 
it  was  passed,  but  solely  by  and  in  the  in¬ 
terest  of  liquor  manufacturers  and  their 
friends,  whose  pecuniary  interests  are  ad¬ 
vanced  in  exact  proportion  as  the  manu¬ 
facture  and  sale  of  intoxicating  drinks  are 
increased.  These  are  the  very  classes  who 
voted  against  its  adoption,  and  were  de¬ 
feated  in  forty-one  counties  of  the  State. 
This  demand  for  its  repeal,  therefore, 
coming  from  these  classes,  is  a  demand  for 
the  Legislature  to  do  what  they  failed  to 
do  at  the  polls  because  in  the  minority,  and 
cannot  be  considered  in  any  manner  what¬ 
ever  as  a  movement  in  favor  of  temperance, 
but  as  a  surrender  to  its  interested  enemies; 
while  their  willingness  to  return  to  a 
license  law  under  which  they  must  pay 
heavy  fees,  can  only  be  regarded  as  an  ad¬ 
mission  that  the  so-called  Local  Option  law 
diminishes  their  sales,  and  hence  the 
amount  of  liquor  sold  ;  the  very  objects  for 
which  it  was  enacted. 

3.  Aud  then  the  character  and  purposes 
of  the  parties  to  this  contest  must  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  justly  determining  it.  Those 
who  sought  the  enactment  of  the  law  and 
voted  for  its  adoption  embraced  the  sober, 
industrious,  thrifty  classes— usually  moral, 
religious  and  educated — whose  objects  in 
advocating  the  law  were  not  to  secure  pe¬ 
cuniary  gain  to  themselves,  but  sobriety, 
virtue,  comfort  and  plenty  in  the  commu¬ 
nity  and  to  the  unfortunate  victims  of  in¬ 
temperance  around  them.  They  still  be¬ 
lieve  the  measure  will  accomplish  the  pur¬ 
pose  intended,  and  ask  for  it  a  longer  trial. 
Is  not  this  request  entitled  to  respectful 
consideration  ? 

Those  who  are  opposed  to  its  enactment 
voted  against  its  adoption,  and  now  seek 
its  repeal,  embrace  manufacturers  and 
dealers,  having  a  pecuniary  interest  in  the 
largest  possible  sales;  self-conceited  mod¬ 
erated  drinkers,  from  whose  ranks  the  sad 
list  of  drunkards  are  recruited;  the  ignorant, 
whos  prejudices  have  been  aroused;  the 
degraded,  whose  appetites  have  enchained 
them,  and  that  unfortunately  too  large 
class  of  business  men  who  are  willing  to 
increase  their  gains  by  sustaining  this  or 
any  other  traflic,  no  matter  how  ruinous 
it  is  to  the  peace,  happiness,  virtue  and 
well  being  of  those  around  them.  Ought 
not  the  interested  motives  of  these  oppo¬ 
nents  of  the  law  largely  diminish  their  in¬ 
fluence  with  impartial  legislators  ? 

4.  The  one  great  principle  of  legislation 
is,  to  prohibit  all  that  is  against  the  gen¬ 
eral  welfare.  This  principle  extends  to 
all  things  injurious  to  society,  corrupting 
to  its  morals,  01  increasing  its  burthens 
without  bringing  corresponding  results. 


It  is  upon  this  principle  that  the  law  pro¬ 
hibits  and  punishes  slander.  Sabbath 
breaking,  the  sale  of  bad  books  and  ob¬ 
scene  pictures,  and  of  diseased  meats,  the 
damming  up  of  a  stream  of  water  on  one’s 
own  land  if  thereby  the  health  of  the  neigh¬ 
borhood  suffers,  as  well  as  fraud,  theft, 
arson  and  murder.  It  even  goes  further, 
and  prohibits  a  man  from  injuring  or  kill¬ 
ing  himself,  punishing  any  attempt  he  may 
make  iu  that  direction.  This  system  is 
too  well  established  both  in  theory  and 
practice,  and  by  judicial  decisions,  in  this 
country,  to  need  any  further  argument  or 
illustration.  The  constitutionality  of  the 
law  under  dis:ussion,  doubted,  with  some 
show  of  reason,  when  enacted,  has  also 
been  settled  by  our  higher  tribunals,  re¬ 
moving  any  objection  in  that  direction. 

5.  That  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors 
is  a  dangerous  privilege,  only  te  be  grant¬ 
ed  when  “necessary,”  and  then  only  to 
“  citizens  of  the  United  States  of  good, 
moral  character,”  and  of  “good  repute 
for  honesty  and  temperance,”  is  acknowl¬ 
edged  everywhere,  aud  is  in  tact  the  theory 
on  whisli  all  legislation  upon  the  subject 
has  been  based  ever  since  William  Penn 
settled  the  province  of  Pennsylvania.  And 
that,  even  thus  limited,  it  has  grown  to  be 
an  evil  of  gigantic  proportions,  ruining 
thousands  annually  in  both  soul  and  body, 
degrading  and  impoverishing  families,  in¬ 
creasing  vagrancy,  pauperism  and  crime, 
destroying  the  morals  of  the  community, 
corrupting  the  purity  of  the  ballot  even  to 
the  extent  of  endangering  the  safety  of  free 
institutions,  and  burthening  the  enterprise 
and  industry  of  the  country  with  worthless 
men  and  onerous  taxation,  are  facts  too 
notorious  to  need  argument.  They  are 
known  to  every  observing  member  of  this 
body,  and  they  are  causing  hearts  to  break 
and  lives  to  go  out  in  misery  and  disgrace 
to-day  in  every  county  in  this  Common¬ 
wealth.  Whatever  may  have  been  the 
nature  aud  results  of  the  traffic,  in  the 
early  years  of  our  history,  as  conducted  of 
late  years,  it  has  undoubtedly  become  a 
crime  against  man  and  a  sin  against  God. 

6.  Hence,  iu  the  opinion  of  the  under¬ 
signed  (an  opinion  in  which  it  is  hoped  the 
majority  in  this  House  will  concur),  it  fol- 
follows  as  a  just  and  natural  conclusion 
that  this  traffic  should  be  no  longer  li¬ 
censed  by  the  Government,  but  should  be 
prohibited  as  other  crimes  against  individ¬ 
uals  and  communities  and  sins  against 
God,  who  recognizes  civil  government,  are 
prohibited.  Experiences  for  nearly  20b 
years,  both  in  this  Commonwealth  and 
elsewhere,  proves  license  a  failure,  while  a 
much  shorter  trial  proves  prohibition  a 
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success.  It  has  been  in  force  in  Maine 
some  twenty-three  years,  and  the  Governor 
of  that  State  says  in  his  last  annual  mes¬ 
sage  to  the  Legislature  “  that  the  laws  pro¬ 
hibiting  drinking  houses  and  tippling 
shops  have  for  the  most  part  been  enforced 
more  generally  and  effectively  than  ever 
before,  and  with  corresponding  satisfactory 
results  in  the  diminution  of  dram  shops 
and  intemperance.” 

The  general  enforcement  of  these  laws 
interrupted  like  everything  else  by  the 
war,  was  resumed  shortly  after,  and  the 
Governor  adds  this  valuable  testimony  as 
to  the  result:  “It  is  insignificant  also 
during  these  nine  or  ten  years  of  gradually 
increasing  efficiency  in  the  enforcement  of 
laws  against  the  dram  shops,  the  number 
of  convicts  in  the  State  prison  has  fallen 
off  more  than  one-fourth.”  lie  says  also 
of  the  enforcement :  “It  is  gratifying  to 
know  that  this  (public)  sentiment  is  be¬ 
coming  so  predominant  as  to  secure  the 
very  general  suppression  of  known  dram 
shops,  and  the  consequent  marked  miti¬ 
gation  of  the  evils  of  intemperance  in  four- 
fifths  of  the  State.  In  the  remainder  of 
the  State,  comprising  some  of  the  larger 
cities  and  villages,  the  results  are  not  so 
satisfactory,  although  even  there,  as  com¬ 
pared  with  the  condition  thirty  years  since, 
there  has  been  an  improvement.” 

What  Pennsylvanian  can  fail  to  blush 
when  our  own  experience  under  license  is 
compared  with  this  testimony  under  pro¬ 
hibition,  taken  from  a  State  paper  ? 

7.  It  needs  no  argument  to  show  that 
legislation  on  this  subject  in  Pennsylvania 
has  always  been  attended  with  peculiar  dif¬ 
ficulties  and  unsatisfactory  results  in  this 
Commonwealth.  The  enormous  growth 
of  the  iiqaor  traffic  and  the  fearful  in¬ 
crease  of  intemperance  are  the  proofs  to 
be  seen  and  read  by  all.  And  just  as  the 
traffic  and  its  results  have  grown,  have  the 
difficulties  of  legislation  also  increased, 
until  to-day  the  liquor  interest  are  here 
demanding  the  repeal  of  to  them  obnoxious 
laws,  as  the  price  of  political  support  by 
their  wealthy  and  powerful  organizetion. 

Fortunately  there  is  a,  safe  and  honor¬ 
able  way  out.  The  question  of  granting 
or  refusing  license  has  been  submitted  to 
the  voice  of  the  people  immediately  inter¬ 
ested.  This  is  fair  to  all  parties,  adapted 
to  the  public  sentiment  in  the  several  parts 
of  the  State,  causes  inquiry  into  the  mirits 
of  the  traffic,  takes  the  question  measur¬ 
ably  out  of  party  politics  and  shows  a  faith 
in  the  people  themselves  consistent  with 
Republican  inststutions.  Honorable  treat¬ 
ment  of  the  respectable  classes  in  response 
to  whose  petitions  this  policy  was  adopted, 


as  well  as  common  respect  for  the  opinions 
and  experiences  of  those  claiming  the  suc¬ 
cess  of  prohibition,  demand  of  us,  as  legis¬ 
lators,  to  let  the  subject  rest  just  where  it 
is,  in  the  hands  of  the  people, at  least  until 
it  has  had  a  fair  trial.  To  repeal  the  law, 
is  to  go  back  to  license,  which  has  ^proved 
a  failure  everywhere  and  always.  To  let  it 
stand  is  to  further  test  the  value  of  prohi¬ 
bition,  shown  to  be  a  success  where  tried. 
Our  course  is  clear  under  such  circum 
stances. 

For  these  and  other  reasons  we  shall  no 
weary  you  by  reciting, we, the  undersigne  d 
are  opposed  to  the  repeal  of  the  Local  Op 
tion  acts. 

D.  J.  Rogers,  Chairman. 

Allegheny  county. 

W.  H.  Graham, 

Allegheny  county. 

IV.  W.  Williams, 

Susquehanna  county. 


illegally  on  the  calender 

Though  the  House  adjourned  -while  the 
motion  of  Mr.  Campbell  to  refer  to  the 
committee  on  .Judiciary  Local  was  pend¬ 
ing,  thus  leaving  the  bill  among  unfin¬ 
ished  business,  the  clerk  had,  at  the  in¬ 
stance  of  its  friends,  placed  it  on  the 
calender  of  bills  on  first  reading. 

When  this  came  up  in  order,  Mr. 
Christy  raised  the  point  of  order  “that 
there  being  a  motion  pending  upon  this 
bill  to  recommitt  it  to  the  committee  on 
Judiciary  Local,  the  bill  is  improperly  on 
the  calender,”  and  the  Speaker  declining 
to  decide  the  point,  the  House  sustained 
it  and  the  bill  went  over. 

A  similar  attempt  was  made  on  the 
17th,  which  again  failed  for-like  reasons. 
The  rulings  in  these  cases  were  quite 
strange. 


FIRST  READING,  FEB.  24 

The  pending  question  upon  the  bill  was 
stated  to  be  upon  the  motion  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Butler  (Mr.  Campbell)  to  recom¬ 
mit  the  biil  to  the  Committee  on  Judiciary 
Local, 

Mr.  B.  C.  Christy  (R.  of  Allegheny.)  I 
move  to  amend  the  motion  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Butler  (Mr.  Campbell)  so  as  to 
refer  the  bill  to  the  Judiciary  General. 

Mr.  Campbell  (R.  of  Butler.)  I  accept 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chp.isty.  I  move  that  the  House  do 
now  adjourn,  and  upon  that  motion  I  call 
the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays ,  being  required  by 
Mr.  Christy  and  Mr.  Campbell,  were  called 


Yeas,  65  ;  nays,  114-  So  the  question  was 
deteimiued  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  CHRISTY.  I  desire  to  say  a  word, Mr. 
Speaker,  upon  the  amendment  I  have  pro¬ 
posed  to  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from 
Butler, 'namely,  to  commit  this  bill  to  the 
Committee  on  Judiciary  General. 

Many  reasons,  Mr.  Speaker,  might  be 
urged,  for  the  committal  of  the  bill  to  that 
committee,  but  I  will  endeavor  to  confine 
myself  to  two  of  those  reasons.  The  bill 
proposed  to  be  recommitted  is  entitled  an 
act  to  repeal  an  act  to  permit  the  voters  of 
this  Commonwealth  to  vote  every  three 
years  on  the  question  ol  granting  licenses 
to  sell  intoxicating  liquors. 

That  act  was  passed  in  1872.  By  a 
■proviso  m  the  first  section  ot'  the  act  it 
is  provided,  ‘That  this  act  shall  not  be 
construed  to  repeal  or  effect  any  special 
law  prohibiting  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors,  or  prohibiting  the  granting  of 
licenses.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  by  the  proviso  to 
this  act,  the  provisions  of  the  act  were 
specially  limited  to  places  in  which  no 
special  laws  were  in  force  prohibiting  the 
saie  of  intoxicating  liquors.  It  is  well 
known  to  every  member  of  this  House 
that  iu  many  townships  and  boroughs, 
and  in  fact  in  two  entire  counties  of  this 
Commonwealth,  licenses  to  sell  intoxica¬ 
ting  liquors  have  been  prohibited  by 
special  legislation.  By  the  provisions  of 
the  act  of  1872,  these  counties,  boroughs, 
townships  or  districts,  or  whatever  they 
may  be,  were  specially  exempted  from  its 
provisions,  and  now  the  question  comes 
up,  is  this  act  of  1872  a  local  or  a  general 
law.  To  a  certain  extent  it  applies  to  ail 
the  counties  of  this  Commonwealth,  it 
does  not  apply  to  the  whole  of  the  State 
because,  as  I  said  before,  it  is  well  known 
that  many  of  the  townships  and  other 
places  in  this  State  are  specially  exempted 
from  the  provisions  of  the  act.  It  might 
in  one  sense  be  a  general  law  with  a  local 
application,  but,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  certainly 
think  that  the  act  comes  within  the  let¬ 
ter,  and  also  within  the  spirit  of  the 
Constitution  of  1873. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  section  eight  of  ar¬ 
ticle  three  of  the  Constitution  provides 
that  no  local  or  special  bill  shall  be  passed 
unless  notice  of  the  intention  to  apply 
therefore  shall  have  been  published  in  the 
locality  where  the  matter  or  thing  to  be 
affected  shall  be  situated,  “which  notice 
shall  be  at  least  thirty  days  prior  to  the 
introduction  into  General  Assembly  of 
such  bill,  and  in  the  to  be  manner  provi¬ 
ded  by  law  ;  the  evidence  of  such  notice 
having  been  published,  shall  be  exhibited 
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to  the  General  Assembly  before  such  an 
act  shall  be  passed.” 

The  act  of  1874  (P.  L.  of  1874,  page  43) 
went  one  step  further  than  this  clause 
in  the  Constitution.  It  not  only  provided 
that  notice  of  the  application  for  local 
and  special  legislation  should  be 
published,  but  it  also  required  that 
the  notice  of  the  repeal  of  any  special 
law  should  be  published,  and  defined  the 
manner  in  which  publication  should  be 
given  to  the  Legislature  when  the  legis¬ 
lation  should  be  asked  for. 

Now,  this  question  to  my  mind  being 
a  very  grave  one,  it  seems  to  me  certain¬ 
ly  right  that  the  bill  should  be  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Judiciary  General,  and 
in  order  that  this  question  may  be  passed 
upon.  The  question  will  have  to  be  met 
by  the  Legislature,  and  I  think  it  will  be 
admitted  that  the  legal  talent  of  this 
House,  at  least  as  good  legal  talent  as  is 
in  the  House,  is  upon  the  Committee  on 
Judiciary  General,  and  that  is  most  cer¬ 
tainly  the  proper  committee  to  which  the 
question  should  be  referred.  They  can 
pass  upon  the  question,  and  if,  in  their 
opinion,  this  law  is  or  is  not  local  in  its 
application,  they  can  so  report  to  this 
House,  and  a  decision  can  thus  readily 
be  reached. 

I  have  one  other  reason  for  the  motion 
T  have  made,  Mr.  Speaker.  The  Dili  be¬ 
fore  us,  known  as  House  bill  No.  f  9,  pro¬ 
vides  that  the  act  approved  the  27th  day 
of  May,  1872,  entitled  an  act  to  permit 
the  voters  of  the  Commonwealth  to  vote 
every  three  years  on  the  question  of 
firanting  license  to  sell  intoxicating  li¬ 
quors,  be  aud  the  same  is  hereby  repealed. 
This  is  a  mere  bald  repeal  of  the  act  of 
1872,  without  anything  else.  If  this  bill 
is  passed  and  the  act  of  1872  repealed, 
the  question  then  naturally  arises,  in 
what  condition  does  the  repeal  of  this 
act  leave  the  counties  of  this  Common¬ 
wealth— in  what  status  are  they  placed— 
concerning  the  question  of  granting  li¬ 
censes  to  sell  intoxicating  liquors. 

Does  it  revive  the  law  that  was  in  force 
at  the  time  of  the  enactment  ot  the  act 
of  1872,  or  are  the  counties  left  without 
any  enactreent  upon  the  subject— are 
they  left  without  any  license  law  at  all  ? 
Is  rum  to  be  sold  free  within  these  coun¬ 
ties  until  the  Legislature,  at  some  future 
session,  sees  fit  in  its  "wisdom  to  pass 
some  act  regulating  the  sale  of  liquors 
within  the  respective  districts  V  These 
questions  would  very  naturally  present 
themselves  if  this  bill  should  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Judiciary  General. 
If  that  committee  should  decide  that  this 
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was  a  general  law  and  did  not  come 
within  the  requiiementsof  the  act  of  last 
year,  or  that  it  can  be  passed  without 
.special  advertisement  being  made,  then 
they  could  pass  some  license  law  or  other¬ 
wise  provide  for  the  emergency  that 
would  arise  in  case  of  the  repeal  of  the 
i*ct  of  1872- 

I  think  these  are  questions  that  are 
worthy  of  consideration,  and  I  think  they 
could  be  much  better  considered  in  that 
committee  than  upon  the  floor  of  this 
House.  We  have  had  some  exhibitions, 
Mr.  Speaker,  of  the  result  of  efforts  to 
unravel  knotty  questions  upon  the  floor 
of  the  House.  We  all  know  it  is  not  a 
very  easy  matter  foi  two  hundred  mem¬ 
bers,  where  all  have  conflicting  opinions 
and  conflicting  notions  upon  questions 
that  arise,  to  succeed  in  unraveling  any 
very  knotty  questions. 

For  these  reasons  I  think  it  is  emi¬ 
nently  right  and  proper  that  the  bill 
should  be  referred  to  the  committee,  and 
I  hope  that  this  House  will  so  refer  it. 

Mr.  John  D.  Stewart  (Rep.,  of  Law¬ 
rence).  Mr.  Speaker,  the  question  now 
before  the  House,  althoug  preliminary  in 
its  nature,  is  certainly  one  of  very  great 
importance. 

The  worthy  gentleman  who  has  just 
preceded  me  has  given  some  good  rea¬ 
sons,  supported  bv  strong  arguments,  in 
favor  of  recommitting  the  bill  to  a  com¬ 
mittee  other  than  the  one  from  which  it 
was  reported.  Having  some  weeks  ago 
originated  the  idea  and  suggested  the 
motion  to  recommit  the  bill  aking  for  the 
repeal  of  the  local  option  law,  I  feel  it, 
sir,  an  imperative  duty  to  say  a  few 
words  at  this  time  in  favor  of  its  recom¬ 
mittal.  While  1  do  not  pretend  to  argue 
the  constitutional  questions  involved  in 
this  bill  I  am  free  to  say,  and  we  must 
all  admit  that,  these  objections  are  in  the 
nature  of  the  case  well  founded,  and 
ought  certainly  to  have  some  weight  even 
with  the  friends  of  repeal  as  an  evidence 
in  favor  of  recommitting  the  bill.  The 
local  option  law,  although  general  in  its 
nature,  has,  by  a  vote  of  the  people  in 
the  several  counties  of  this  Common¬ 
wealth,  become  local  in  its  operation. 

Are  we  not,  then,  justified,  sir,  in  not 
only  asking  but  insisting  that  this  bill 
ought  to  be  considered  by  a  committee 
that  is  competent  to  judge  whether  the 
questions  that  have  been  raised  in  regard 
to  it  are  entit’ed  to  any  consideration  ? 

Now,  sir, -apart  from  the  alleged  un- 
constitutionality  of  this  bill,  there  is 
mother  consideration  which  is  an  evi¬ 


dence  to  my  mind  at  least  why  it  should 
be  recommitted. 

Let  us  for  a  moment,  pause  and  ex  inl¬ 
ine  the  subject  as  it  has  been  reported  to 
the  House  from  the  Committee  on  Vice 
and  Immorality.  Did  that  committee  act 
with  unanimity  on  this  question '?  Let 
the  minority  report  be  the  answer.  This 
report,  although  it  embodies  the  views  of 
but  a  minority  of  the  committee,  fairly 
expresses  the  sentiment  of  a  large  major¬ 
ity  of  the  people  in  many  of  the  coun¬ 
ties  in  this  Commonwealth.  I  allude,  sir, 
to  the  friends  of  temperance,  whose 
views  upon  this  question  are  well  worthy 
of  our  consideration.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
nature  of  the  question  directly  pending, 
as  you  well  know,  will  not  permit  me  to 
enter  into  a  lengthy  discussion  of  the 
main  question  soon  to  be  decided  by  this 
House. 

I  make  allusion  to  the  minority  report 
to  show  that  the  committee  wras  not  har¬ 
monious  in  its  action  upon  the  bill.  This 
fact  itself  should  convince  us.  all  that  we 
ought  to  consider  well  this  subject  before 
we  vote  upon  the  question. 

That  report,  inasmuch  as  it  represents 
the  views  of  many  people  in  every  county 
of  tne  State,  is 'worthy  of  the  gravest 
consideration.  Our  duty  is  plain  ;  we 
cannot  and  should  not  evade  it. 

The  very  best  reasons  have  been  given 
as  an  argument  in  favor  of  recommitting 
this  bill,  and  I  hope  that  a  proper  con¬ 
sideration  will  be  given  to  the  whole  sub¬ 
ject,  a  consideration  which  it  certainly 
deserves  as  a  matter  which  affects  the 
interests  of  the  peolpe  of  the  entire  State. 
I  for  one  will  vote  to  recommit  the  bill, 
but  if  this  House  decide  that  it  shall  not 
be  recommitted,  then  I  trust  the  friends 
of  repeal,  who  are  evidently  in  the  ma¬ 
jority  on  this  floor,  will  extend  to  us  who 
are  as  we  think  properly  and  justly  op¬ 
posed  to  the  repeal  of  the  local  option 
law,  that  courtesy  which  is  due  to  the 
advocates  or  opponents  of  any  measure. 

Permit  me  to  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
we  desire  and  will  insist  upon  a  fair  and 
free  discussion  of  this  bill  upon  its  mer¬ 
its. 

We  believe  that  a  repeal  of  this  law 
would  be  a  violation  of  a  solemn  compact 
made  by  the  Legislature  and  ratified  by 
the  people,  and  violation  of  that  con¬ 
tract  would  unquestionably  be  acting  in 
bad  faith  with  the  people  of  this  Com¬ 
monwealth  who  have  accepted  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  local  option  law  with  the 
express  understanding  that  it  would  re¬ 
main  in  force  at  least  until  the  expiration 


of  three  years  from  the  time  it  went  into 
operation. 

Mr.  H.B.Biher,  (D.or  VV'estmorelnad,) 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  propose  to  make  a 
long-winded  speech.  I  rise  merely  for 
the  purpose  of  calling  the  attention  of 
the  “Constitutional lawyer”  of  this  body 
to  the  fact  that  we  have  had  a  decision 
of  the  Attorney  General  upon  the  ques¬ 
tion  to  which  he  has  called  attention. 
This  question  was  submitted  to  the  At¬ 
torney  General  last  winter,  and  I  will 
now  read  the  concluding  portion  of  the 
decision  of  that  gentleman.  It  is  in 
these  words: 

“There  is  nothing  in  the  Constitution  prohibitory 
of  the  enactment  referred  to  in  the  resolution,  anil 
the  Legislature  has  the  undoubted  right  to  repeal  the 
law  referred  to,  if  such  be  its  pleasure, 

With  high  respect,  your  obedient  servant. 

•Samuel  K.  Dimmick, 

-attorney  General.” 

Mr.  W.  TV.  Brown,  (Rep.  of  Erie.)  I 
would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  a  ques¬ 
tion — whether  the  point  now  before  the 
House,  that  is  as  to  whether  the  law  was 
local  or  not  and  should  or  should  not  be 
advertised,  was  passed  upon  by  the  At¬ 
torney  General  in  considering  the  ques¬ 
tion  then  before  him  ? 

Mr.  .Jas.  Darby,  (Dem.,  of  Payette.) 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  suppose  that  it  might  be 
constitutional  to  repeal  what  is  known 
as  the  Local  Option  law,  if  it  is  provided 
at  the  same  time  that  the  repeal  shall 
take  effect  when  the  three  years  for 
which  the  law  was  passed  have  expired. 
I  would  like  to  know,  sir,  why  this  great 
effort  is  made  here  to  thwart  the  will 
of  the  people  as  expressed  by  them 
■when  they  declared  that  that  law  should 
stand  for  three  years.  I  would  ask  the 
gentlemen  here  what  right  is  in  the  leg¬ 
islature  to  repeal  a  law  which  the  people 
have  expressly  declared  shall  be  in  force 
lor  a  certain  time ? 

Sir,  the.people  are  supreme.  It  is  not 
for  any  one  to  say  here  that  their  will 
shall  not  be  carrid  out.  Gentlemen  here 
sometimes  profess  to  be  groat  advocates 
of  this  tiling  of  the  people  ruling;  and 
yet  in  this  instance  they  openly  propose 
I  e  thwart  the  expressed  will  of  the  people. 
Upon  this  question  I  want  to  meet  the 
People  of  Pennsylvania,  and  therefore  I 
■  lesire  to  say  here  that  my  vote  shall  be 
t  >st  in  this  hall  to  maintain  the  suprem¬ 
acy  of  the  will  of  the  people  as  it  has 
been  fairly  expressed  through  the  ballot 
box. 

Mr.  E.  IL  Eldred,  (Dem.  of  Pike.) 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  apprehend  that  every 
member  on  this  floor  understands  the 
question  before  the  House, and  in  order  to 


save  valuable  time  by  cutting  off  the  tem¬ 
perance  speeches  that  may  be  made  here 
this  evening,  I  move  the  previous  ques¬ 
tion. 

The  call  for  the  previous  question,  re¬ 
quiring  twenty  gentlemen  to  second  it, 
was  not  sustained,  and  therefore  the  mo¬ 
tion  of  the  gentleman  from  Pike  [Mr. 
Eldred]  was  not  entertained  by  the 
Chair. 

Mr.  Christy.  I  merely  desire  to  say 
one  word  in  answer  to  the  gentleman 
from  Westmoreland  [Mr.  Piper],  who 
cited  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral  as  conclusive  on  certain  matters 
upon  which  I  expressed  an  opinion. 

The  question  propounded  to  the  At¬ 
torney  General  was  whether  the  act  of 
1872  could  be  repealed.  The  Attorney 
General  decided  that  that  act  could  he 
repealed,  without  giving  any  opinion  as 
to  whether  it  was  general  or  local  in  its  ap¬ 
plication.  The  legislature,  he  admitted, 
had  the  right  to  repeal,  withont  saying 
in  what  manner  the  law  should  be  re¬ 
pealed—  whether  an  advertisement  was 
required  or  whether  it  could  be  repealed 
by  a  general  enactment,  as  provided  in 
the  bill  now  before  the  House. 

Mr.  O.  H.  ItEiGHARD,  (Dem.,  of  Ly¬ 
coming.)  The  question  submitted  to  the 
Attorney  General  came  up  under  a  res¬ 
olution,  which  reads  :  “ Resolved ,  that 

the  Attorney  General  be  requested  to  in¬ 
form  this  House  whether,  in  his  opinion, 
an  act  to  repeal  the  Local  Option  law  can 
be  passed  without  a  violation  of  the  Con¬ 
stitution.” 

The  act  therein  referred  to  is  entitled 
An  act  to  permit  the  voters  of  this  Com¬ 
monwealth  to  vote  every  three  years  on 
the  question  of  granting  license  to  sell 
intoxicating  liquors,  approved  March  27, 
1872, to  which  a  supplement  was  enacted, 
approved  March  6, 1873,  and  to  that  in¬ 
quiry  he  replied  that  it  could  be  repealed. 
1  understand  the  point  now  raised  by 
the  gentlemen  from  Allegheny  to  be,  that 
the  bill  before  the  House  is  a  local  act, 
and  must  be  advertised.  1  would  like  to 
know  on  what  account  the  gentleman 
asserts  that  this  is  a  local  act.  If  he  can 
make  it  out  a  local  act,  I  would  like  to 
know  how  he  does  it. 

Mr.  Christy.  The  gentleman  certain¬ 
ly  does  not  do  me  very  great  credit  to  the 
argument  that  I  made  before  this  House 
when  I  last  addressed  it.  I  informed 
the  Hous6  that  the  proviso  in  the  act  of 
1872  expressly  relieved  many  townships, 
boroughs,  districts,  and  in  fact  two  en¬ 
tire  counties  in  this  Commonwealth  from 
the  provisions  of  that  act.  I  say  that  it 


is  not  a  general  act  for  that  reason,  but 
that  it  is  a  local  law,  and  therefore  re- 
duired  to  be  advertised  according  to  the 
provisions  of  the  act  of  1874,  which  re¬ 
quires  advertisement  for  the  repeal  of 
local  or  special  laws  to  be  made. 

-Mr.  Reighard.  I  would  ask  the  gen¬ 
tlemen  in  what  counties  was  the  proposed 
repeal  required  to  be  advertised  ? 

Mr.  Christy.  The  repeal  should  be 
advertised  in  every  county  in  which  this 
law  was  in  force,  which  would  be  in 
every  county  in  this  Commonwealth,  ex¬ 
cept  two. 

Mr.  Reighaed.  I  think  that  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  answer  illustrates  the  absurdity 
of  his  position.  You  would  have  to  ad¬ 
vertise  this  in  every  county  except  two, 
and  in  every  township  except  a  few. 
Xow,  the  law*  itself  makes  no  provision 
for  advertising  in  townships,  but  in 
counties  only. 

Mr.  D.  W*  Jackson,  (Rep.  of  Mercer.) 
I  desire  to  ask  the  gentleman  a  question. 

The  Speaker.  Will  the  gentleman  al¬ 
low  himself  to  be  interrogated  V 

Mr.  Reighaed.  Certainly,  sir. 

Mr.  Jackson.  I  ask  the  gentleman  is 
a  law  which  has  no  application  to  two 
.counties  of  the  State  a  general  law  ? 

Mr.  Reighard.  I  answer  that  it  is 
And  by  the  decisions  of  this  House,  it 
was  held,  when  the  House  had  a  special 
calendar  and  a  general  calendar  of  bills, 
that  a  lawr  applying  to  three  counties  of 
the  State  was  a  general  law  and  was 
thereby  rightly  upon  the  general  calen¬ 
dar. 

Mr.  Christy.  Will  the  gentleman  al¬ 
low'  me  to  ask  him  a  qestion? 

Mr.  Reighaed.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Christy.  Was  that  decision  under 
the  Constitution  of  1874,  or  under  that 
of  183S? 

Mr.  Reighaed.  That  was  under  the 
Constitution  of  1838.  I  do  not  under¬ 
stand  that  there  is  any  Constitution  of 
1874;  there  is  a  Constitution  of  1873,  but 
I  do  not  understand  that  the  Constitu¬ 
tion  of  1873  places  local  or  special  act 
under  any  head  different  from  that  under 
which  they  were  placed  before  the  Con¬ 
stitution  of  1873  was  adopted. 

Mr.  D.  J.  Rogers  (Dem.  of  Allegheny). 
Will  the  gentleman  allow  me  to  interrogate 
him '? 

Mr,  Reighaed.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Rogers.  I  ask  the  gentleman  how 
many  counties  may  be  excepted  from  the 
operation  of  a  law,  and  yet  that  law  is  con¬ 
sidered  a  general  law  ?  The  idea  I  want  to 
get  at  is  this,  that  if  this  law  which  does  not 
apply  to  two  counties  in  the  State  is  a  gen¬ 


eral  law,  we  might  pass  a  general  law  and 
then  go  and  except  from  it  every  couuty  in 
the  State  but  one.  The  gentleman  might 
hold  that  if  it  was  a  general  law  the  first 
instance  it  would  still  be  a  general  law,  if 
applicable  to  only  one  county. 

Mr.  Reighard.  I  would  say,  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  that  the  lines  between  general  and  spe¬ 
cial  acts  of  the  Assemby  are  not  so  dis 
tinctly  drawn  that  lawyers  do  not  differ 
about  them;  and  questions  in  regard  to 
them  are  taken  to  the  Supreme  Court  to 
have  that  body  decide  whether  a  law  is 
geneial  or  special.  But  I  have  never  yet 
heard  it  considered  that  a  law  which  ap¬ 
plies  to  the  whole  State,  with  the  exception 
of  but  one  oi  two  counties,  was  not  a  gen¬ 
eral  law.  Now,  this  law  applies  to  the 
State  and  was  passed  for  that  purpose  ;  and 
the  only  exception  to  it  was  the  two  coun¬ 
ties  which  have  been  referred  to.  I  do  not 
see  how  it  can  be  possible  for  any  gentle¬ 
man  upon  this  floor  to  say  that  this  is  a 
special  law. 

Mr.  A.  L.  Campbell,  (Rep.  of  Butler). 
Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  from  Lycom¬ 
ing  [Mr.  Reighard]  has  taken  the  position 
that  this  is  a  general  law.  I  call  attention 
to  the  constitutional  provision  which  says: 
“Nor  shall  the  General  Assembly  iudir 
ly  enact  such  special  or  local  law  by  the 
partial  repeal  of  a  general  law.” 

If  this  is  a  general  law,  it  is  forbidden 
to  be  repealed  by  the  provisions  of  the 
Constitution. 

Now,  what  is  proposed  to  be  done  by  the 
repeal  of  the  local  option  law  ?  It  is  to 
revive  local  or  special  acts;  and  yet  this  is 
clearly  prohibited  by  the  section  of  the 
Constitution  refeired  to  by  the  gentleman 
from  Allegheny  [Mr.  Christy],  That  sec¬ 
tion  reads  as  follows  ; 

‘‘No  law  shall  be  revived,  amended  or 
the  provisions  thereof  extended  or  con¬ 
ferred  by  reference  to  its  title  only,  but  so 
much  thereof  as  is  revived,  amended,  ex¬ 
tended  or  conferred  shall  be  re-enacted  and 
published  at  length.” 

Now,  what  is  the  situation  of  this  bill  ? 
Is  it  proposed  to  rerenact  a  local  law,  and 
has  that  proposed  local  law  been  published 
at  length?  Not  at  all,  Mr.  Speaker.  This 
is  the  ground  on  which  I  opposed  this  bill 
when  I  learned  that  it  had  come  from  the 
committee  in  the  condition  in  which  it  did 
come.  I  do  not  want  to  put  in  force  the 
local  laws  that  will  come  into  existence  if 
the  local  option  law  is  repealed,  and  no  ad¬ 
ditional  provision  is  made;  nor  is  there  a 
gentleman  upon  the  floor  of  this  House 
who  is  instructed  so  to  vote. 

What  do  the  people  wTant !  The  license 
men  say,  “We  want  a  b'cense  law  ;  we  do 
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not  care  how  stringent  you  may  make  it, 
so  that  you  give  us  a  good,  wholesome 
license  law.”  Now,  then,  what  do  you 
propose  to  do  here  ?  You  propose  to  re¬ 
vive  the  local  laws  in  places  where  they 
have  not  been  in  force  for  two  years. 
The  Constitution  svs  that  if  you  would 
revive  such  laws  you  must  publish  them 
at  length,  and  give  notice  of  your  inten¬ 
tion  to  apply  for  such  local  legislation. 
Not  one  of  these  laws  has  been  published, 
so  far  as  I  am  officially  notified- :  nor  do  I 
know  that  any  notice  has  been  given. 
The  gentleman  [Mr.  Reighard]  thinks  it 
would  be  an  awful  thing  to  be  compelled 
to  publish  a  notice  of  intention  to  apply 
tor  the  repeal  of  the  local  option  law,  be¬ 
cause  that  notice  would  have  to  be  pub- 
lihsed  in  almost  all  the  counties  of  the 
State.  I  answer  that  by  saying,  that  if 
the  Constitution  provides  that  one  coun¬ 
ty  shall  be  protected  in  her  rights  through 
this  requirement  for  a  public  notice, 
then  all  the  counties  of  the  Common¬ 
wealth  have  an  equal  right  to  protection 
in  the  same  respect. 

Now  I  have  no  desire  to  have  this  bill, 
buried  beyond  redemption  in  any  com¬ 
mittee.  i  went  to  the  gentlemen  of  the 
committee  when  the  bill  was  reported, 
and  asked  them  to  let  it  be  committed  to 
the  Judiciary  Committee,  and  stated 
that  we  would  then  all  assist  in  getting  a 
fair  bill,  such  as  it  was  claimed  the 
people  demanded  at  the  hands  of  this 
Legislature.  And  I  put  it  now  to  every 
gentlemen  in  this  House  whether  he  be¬ 
lieves  that  the  entire  repeal  of  the  Local 
Option  law  is  constitutional  ? 

Besides  this,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  know 
why  the  gentlemen  from  counties  that 
have  licenses  are  so  anxious  for  the  re¬ 
peal  of  the  local  option  law.  No  effort 
that  I  know  of  has  been  made  by  the 
friends  of  local  option  or  temperance  to 
force  upon  those  counties  that  declared 
that  they  [[would  have  license  for  three 
years  the  provisions  of  the  local  option 
act,  Then,  gentlemen,  I  say  be  consist¬ 
ent.  The  people  voted  on  this  subject, 
and  by  their  ballots  sealed  the  contract 
between  license  and  no  license  for  three 
years.  I  have  no  doubt  as  to  the  power 
of  the  Legislature  to  repeal  the  local  op¬ 
tion  act,  but  there  is  serious  doubt  in  my 
mind  as  to  the  time  at  which  the  Legis¬ 
lature  can  make  the  repeal  effective.  I 
ask  the  gentlemen  do  they  want  to  pass 
an  act  repealing  the  local  option  law  and 
making  no  further  provision,  and  thus 
raise  a  matt  er  for  litigation  ?  I  put  the 
the  question  to  the  gentlemen  who  desire 
to  represent  the  will  of  the  people  of  this 


Commonwealth,  whether  the  passage  of 
a  stringent  license  law  to  accompany  the 
entire  repeal  of  die  local  option  law  is 
not  what  they  are  instructed  to  go  for  ? 

I  hold  that  no  gentleman  is  instructed  to 
do  anything  more  than  assist  in  the  pas¬ 
sage  of  a  fair  and  stringent  license  law. 

Mr.  P.  Zern  (Dern.,  of  Pittsburg.) 

I  do  not  desire  to  say  more  than  a  very 
few  words,  though  if  so  inclined  I  might 
make  what  might  be  a  very  neat  temper¬ 
ance  speech.  However,  I  have  a  lifetime 
to  point  to  in  the  cause  of  temperance, 
and  I  still  prefer  to  practice  rather  than 
to  talk  temperance.  What  I  desire  to 
say  is  this,  that  when  the  matter  has 
further  progressed  we  will  argue  the 
question  with  the  other  side,  but  for  the 
present  we  should  be  content  to  let  it  go 
and  take  a  vote. 

I  trust  that  the  motion  to  recommit 
to  the  Committee  on  Judiciary  General 
will  be  promptly  voted  down.  I  want  to 
go  before  the  people  of  my  district  upon 
this  issue.  I  am  not  afraid  or  ashamed 
of  the  vote  that  I  will  give  here  to-night ; 
and  I  think  it  a  very  poor  way  of  trying 
to  get  out  of  this  question  to  recommit 
it  to  a  committee,  and  there  let  the  bill 
sleep  the  sleep  that  knows  no  waking.  It 
is  better  that  we  should  face  the  music, 
Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  J.  B.  Agnew,  (Rep., of  Forest).  I 
would  just  say  here  that  on  the  motion 
to  recommit  this  bill  I  sha'l  vote  in  the 
negative.  As  to  what  has  been  said  by 
the  gentleman  from  Butler  [Mr.  L  amp- 
rell],  that  this  law  is  a  special  and  not 
a  general  law,  I  wish  to  say  that  the  Leg¬ 
islature,  in  passing  the  law,  submitted  to 
the  people  of  the  Commonwealth  the 
question  of  granting  licenses,  and  that  I 
regarded  it  as  a  general  law.  If  this  law 
is  repealed,  the  old  license  law  is  not  re¬ 
pealed.  ,  ,  .  , 

Mr.  Campbell.  1  would  like  to  inter¬ 
rogate  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  Agnew.  I  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  Campbell,  Were  not  the  license 
laws  that  were  in  existence  at  the  time 
the  local  option  law  came  into  effect  local 
laws? 

Mr.  Agnew.  I  do  not  so  regard  them. 
They  were  general  laws  regulatinglicense. 

Mr.  Campbell.  Does  not  the  gentle¬ 
man  know  that  different  counties  have 
different  license  laws? 

Mr.  Agnew.  There  were  special  acts 
for  different  counties,  but  we  have  a  gen¬ 
eral  license  law  for  the  Commonwealth 
that  is  in  force  to-day. 

Mr.  W.  C.  Plummer,  (Dem.  of  Craw¬ 
ford).  It  seems,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  we 
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are  consuming  a  great  deal  of  time  in  the 
discussion  of  a  mere  preliminary  matter. 
No  one  here  should  dispute  the  point  that 
the  local  option  law  that  passed  this 
House  a  few  years  ago  was  a  general  en¬ 
actment  to  take  effect  in  all  parts  of  this 
Commonwealth,  It  was  a  general  law 
for  this  Commonwealth.  As  to  the  pop 
ular  verdict  to  which  my  friend  [Mr. 
Kistler]  has  so  eloquently  alluded,  we 
can  all  remember  what  that  was.  It  was 
in  the  aggregate  nearly  one  hundred 
thousand  majority  against  the  enactment 
of  such  a  law.  As  to  the  operations  of 
the  law  in  the  different  counties  where  it 
is  in  force,  we  can  discuss  that  matter  af¬ 
ter  this  motion  isdisposed  of.  With  these 
few  remarks,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  the  pre¬ 
vious  question. 

The  following  named  gentlemen  sec¬ 
onded  the  call  : 

Messrs.  Deyarmon,  l’allatt,  Richard¬ 
son,  Jamison,  Fincher,  Eldred,  Gaffey, 
Agnew,  Carson,  Wilson,  Fogel,  Smith 
(Berks),  Kistler,  Mumper,  Miller  (Phila¬ 
delphia),  Mylin,  Rosemniller,  Achenbacli 
and  M’fTenry. 

Mr.  Jno.  W.  Leigh,  (Rep.  of  Philadel¬ 
phia.)  I  desire  to  inquire  whether,  under 
the  operation  of  the  previous  question, 
the  vote  is  not  now  to  be  taken  upon  the 
bill  itself  ? 

Mr.  Plummer.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  in¬ 
tention  m  calling  the  previous  question 
was  to  call  it  upon  the  motion  to  recom¬ 
mit. 

The  Speaker  then  put  the  question  : 
Shall  the  main  question  be  now  put:'  It 
was  decided  in  the  affiermative . 

The  Speaker.  The  question  is  now, 
Shall  this  bill  be  recommitted  to  the 
Committee  on  Judiciary  General'' 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  required  by 
Messrs  Crhisty  and  Jno.E.  Faunce,Dem. 
of  Philadelphia,  were  called.  Yeas,  60  ; 
nays,  129.  So  the  question  was  determ¬ 
ined  in  the  negative. 

The  question  recurring  on  the  passage 
of  the  bill  on  first  reading,  it  was  read  by 
tne  Clerk. 

Mr.  Morgan  ( Lawrence! .  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  Local  Option  law  provides  that  upon 
the  third  Friday  of  March,  1873,  and  at 
the  annual  municipal  elections  every 
third  year  thereafter,  the  question,  li¬ 
cense  or  no  license,  shall  be  submitted  to 
the  people.  Each  locality  to  be  governed 
by  a  majority  vote  of  its  own  citizens — 
and  why  not,  Mr.  Speaker— and  why  not 
thus  submit  this  question— to  what 
higher  court  would  you  appeal  it?  Since 
when,  sir,  lias  the  will  of  the  people  ceased 
to  be  the  law  of  the  land  ?  No  one  will 


deny  the  right  of  the  counties,  townships 
and  boroughs  of  this  Commonwealth  to 
assess  their  own  local  taxes;  expend  their 
own  money;  make  their  own  by-laws,  and 
regulate  their  own  affairs.  And,  sir, 
this  question  of  license  or  no  license  is  a 
question  of  finance  as  well  as  a  question 
of  morals.  Every  grand  jury  throughout 
the  State  is  reiterating  the  fact  that  a 
large  majority  of  all  the  cases  brought 
before  our  courts  have  been  instigated 
directly  by  the  sale  and  use  of  intoxicat¬ 
ing  drinks.  Ninety-six  in  each  one  hun¬ 
dred  of  sixteen  hundred  cases  of  violation 
of  law  brought  before  a  recent  grand 
jury  of  Allegheny  county  have  been 
traced  directly  io  the  sale  and  use  of  in¬ 
toxicating  drinks.  This  question  of  li¬ 
cense  or  no  license,  sir,  is  a  question  of 
taxes,  and  of  the  expenditure  of  the  peo¬ 
ple’s  money.  It  is  a  question  of  profit 
and  loss,  and  already  has  the  account 
been  rendered,  the  balance  ascertained 
and  the  -licensing  of  liquor  selling,  as  a 
source  of  revonue,  as  a  financial  measure, 
proven  to  be  a  most  disastrous  failure. 
Not  one-tenth  of  the  expense  caused  the 
State  by  the  sale  and  use  of  intoxicating 
drinks  is  returnable  to  her  treasury  in 
the  shape  of  license  fees. 

Again,  sir,  what  is  there  so  very  ob¬ 
noxious  in  the  fact,  that  the  people  for 
whom  and  in  whose  interest  some  of  us 
in  our  simplicity  had  supposed  this  Gov¬ 
ernment  was  formed  and  perpetuated — 
what  is  there  so  obnoxious  in  the  fact 
that  the  people  are  to  pass  upon  this 
question,  which  causes  such  undue  haste 
on  the  part  of  the  friends  of  this  repeal, 
and  renders  the  liquor  interest  of  the 
State  unwilling  to  await  the  decision  of 
the  people  ?  Are  you  at  raid  of  the  verdict, 
yentlemen  ?  It  not,  and  if  you  are  acting 
in  good  faith  in  this  matter,  why  did  you 
not  incorporate  in  your  bill  a  provision, 
sumitting  your  case  to  a  decision  of  the 
people  at  the  February  elections  just 
passed.  Gentlemen,  insted  of  such  pro¬ 
cedure  your  are  attempting  to  evade — we 
might  as  well  use  plain  English — you  are 
attempting  to  evade  the  will  of  the  peo¬ 
ple,  and  you  come  here  and  with  brazen 
impudence  ask  this  Legislature  to  repeal 
a  law  which  has  been  passed  upon  by  and 
stamped  with  the  approval  of  the  people. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  charged  up  and  down 
the  length  and  breadth  of  the  land  that- 
the  Democratic  party,  as  a  party,  is 
pledged  t.o  the  repeal  of  the  Local  Option 
law.  I  cannot  understand,  sir,  the  policy 
of  making  this  a  party  question,  and  1  do 
know  that  in  the  western  part  of  the 
State,  there  are  many  good  men  and  true 
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members  of  the  Democratic  party  who 
will  not  endorse  any  such  action,  but  it 
is  currently  reported  that  you,  the  lead¬ 
ers,  are  committed  to  this  repeal.  .Be 
that  as  it  may,  my  Democratic  friends, 
you  have  been  called,  through  a  mysteri¬ 
ous  dispensation  of  Divine  Providence, 
to  places  of  power  and  responsibility  in 
this  House.  You  hold  a  majority  in  this 
House  to-night,  and  you  are  responsible 
before  God  and  your  country  for  its  ac¬ 
tion.  Are  you  in  such  haste  to  make  a 
record  upon  this  question  that  you  are 
unwilling  to  wait  one  poor  twelve-month, 
in  deference  to  the  expressed  will  of  the 
people  ?  Do  you  intend  to  begin  your 
career,  if  such  it  may  prove  to  be,  by 
bowing  humbly  to  the  liquor  interest  in 
the  present  as  you  did  to  the  slave  oli¬ 
garchy  in  the  past  V  Do  you  reverence 
with  your  knee,  and  cry  “Great  is  Diana 
of  the  Ephesians  ?”  Are  you  in  haste  to 
justify  the  classic  language  of  your  late 
national  standard  bearer,  “that  Dem¬ 
ocracy,  pure  and  uudetiled,  is  to  love  rum 
as  well  as  to  hate  niggers  ?”  Mr  Speaker 
and  gentlemen,  I  feel  sensibly  that  you 
are  tired  of  this  whole  subject,  and  that 
discussion  perhaps  is  fruitless,  but,  sir, 
as  it  has  been  thrust  upon  us,  it  ivill  as¬ 
sert  its  importance,  and  “will  not  down 
at  our  bidding.”  I  am  satisfied ,  Air. 
Speaker,  that  the  people  of  this  State 
have  determined  to  investigate  tins  ques¬ 
tion,  and  to  examine  the  relation  sus¬ 
tained  by  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  in¬ 
toxicating  drinks  to  the  welfare  and 
well  being  of  the  people  and  having  be¬ 
gun  their  work  in  earnest,  it  does  not  re¬ 
quire  a  gift  of  prophecy  to  foretell  the 
issue.  Sincere  and  thorough  investiga¬ 
tion  in  this  case  means  in  the  end  the 
suppression  of  the  evil.  In  the  beginning, 
I  take  it,  it  means  the  inauguration  of  an 
irrepressible  conllict,  and  it  will  be  the 
same  old  story,  right  against  wrong, 
good  against  evii,  God  and  humanity  on 
the  one  side,  perverted  appetite  and  large 
pecuniary  interests  on  the  other  ;  and  it 
is  not  the  first  time,  sir,  that  these  parties 
have  met  in  conllict — the  death  of  Abel, 
the  exodus  from  Egypt,  the  crown  of 
thorns,  the  rising  from  the  dead,  Luther 
persecuted  for  asserting  the  right  of  pri¬ 
vate  judgment,  the  landing  on  Plymouth 
rock,  our  American  revolution, the  late  re¬ 
bellion  andabolition  of  slaveryare  but  more 
noted  parts  of  the  great  contest,  which 
began  with  man’s  first  transgression,  and 
will  end  only  when  millenial  glory  is  ush¬ 
ered  in.  I  wmuld  ask,  sir,  what  has  the 
liquor  interest  to  gain  by  inaugurating 
this  conflict  ?  It  does  seem  to  me  that 


gentlemen  urging  this  repeal  have  not 
profited  by  the  lessons  of  the  past.  The 
repeal  of  the  Missouri  compromise  and 
the  enactment  of  the  fugitive  slave  law 
by  the  friends  of  American  slavery,  were 
vital  stabs  to  that  institution.  And,  sir, 
as  the  repeal  of  the  Missouri  compromise 
and  the  enactment  of  the  fugitive  slave 
law  directed  the  attention  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  people  to  the  evils  of  slavery,  so  the 
repeal  of  this  local  option  law  here  to¬ 
night  will  direct  the  attention  of  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  this  State  to  the  evils  of  intemper¬ 
ance  ;  and  this  evil,  like  slavery,  is  of 
such  “hideous  mienS  that  to  be  hated 
needs  but  to  be  sten,”  and  I  can  only  ex¬ 
plain  the  action  of  the  liquor  interest  in 
regard  to  the  local  option  law  upon  the 
hypothesis  that  “whom  the  gods  intend 
to  destroy  they  first  make  mad.” 

But,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  under  moral 
as  well  as  personal  and  political  obliga¬ 
tions  to  keep  faith  with  the  people, “whose 
servants  we  are,  and  the  moral  obliga¬ 
tion  in  this  case  is  vast  and  almost  lim¬ 
itless.  The  welfare  of  rvhole  communi¬ 
ties,  our  theory  of  free  government,  the 
happiness,  the  very  life  of  men,  women 
and  children,  are  involved  in  the  issue. 
That  it  is  our  duty  to  legislate  generally 
in  favor  of  and  not  against  morality,  ail 
will  admit.  I  take  it,  sir, that  it  is  always 
our  duty,  when  such  questions  present 
themselves,  to  discriminate  in  favor  of 
reform,  in  favor  of  right,  and  to  throw 
the  weight  of  our  influence  and  votes 
upon  the  moialside  of  every  such  ques¬ 
tion.  Our  safety  and  perpetuity  as  a 
State,  and  as  a  nation,  depends  largely 
upon  a  right  appreciation  of  our  duty  in 
this  direction.  The  tendency  of  man 
naturally  is  to  pursue  the  evil  and  reject 
the  good.  No  legislation  is  needed  to 
encourage  man  in  evil ;  and  besides,  it 
is  utterly  useless,  gentlemen,  for  you  to 
legislate  against  this  temperance  reform, 
or  to  attempt  to  legislate  it  out  of  exist¬ 
ence  ;  and  although  you  may  have  the 
votes  here  to-night  to  repeal  this  local 
option  law,  it  is  entirely  and  inconceiva¬ 
bly  above  and  beyond  you  to  crush  out 
any  great  moral  reform.  You  might  as 
well  attempt  to  “pluck  the  brightness 
from  the  sun,  or  with  polluted  fingers 
tarnisli  it.” 

You  utterly  and  entirely,  in  my  opin¬ 
ion,  mistake  even  your  own  interests  in 
this  matter.  No  free,  enlightened  peo¬ 
ple  will  endorse,  for  any  cause  or  on  any 
pretense,  such  breach  of  compact  as  the 
repeal  of  the  Local  Option  law  would  be. 
Such  entire  want  of  faith  is  abhorrent 
to  every  true  American  heart,  and  would 
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meet  with  disapproval  from  the  most 
savage  and  least  civilized  tribes  of  earth. 
On  the  other  hand,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
strong  and  enduring  faith  in  the  honor 
and  sense  of  justice  of  the  people,  and 
do  not  and  will  not  believe  that  they 
will  approve  this  violation  of  solemn 
treat y — and  for  what!  That  morality  may 
be  promoted?  No.  That  the  welfare  and 
comfort  of  our  citizens  may  be  increas¬ 
ed  ?  No.  That  pauperism  may  be  re¬ 
duced  ?  No.  That  poor,  innocent,  help¬ 
less,  little  children  may  be  clothed,  fed 
and  rendered  comfortable  and  happy  ? 
No,  no.  What  then,  sir,  is  the  great 
principle  which  underlies  this  whole 
question,  and  necessitates  this  treach¬ 
ery  and  shameful  violation  of  faith  ? 
Dollars  !  Dollars  !  “Only  this  and  noth¬ 
ing  more.”  Dollars!  Not  to  the  State 
treasury,  not  to  the  people,  but  to  a  few 
individuals  who  ask  the  monopoly  of  a 
business  confessedly  injurious  and  “evil 
and  only  evil  continually.”  Represent- 
tives  of  the  people,  do  your  constituents 
require  you  to  aid  in  this  violation  of 
solemn  treaty  ?  If  so,  I  do  not  envy  you 
your  honors.  Proud  am  I  to-night  of  the 
people  of  “little  Lawrence,”  the  peer  of 
any  county  in  this  broad  Commonwealth. 
Thank  God  they  require  but  an  honorable 
service,  and  never  stultify  themselves,  or 
ask  their  representatives  to  do  so.  Pel- 
low  Commoners  of  Pennsylvania,  do  not 
this  evil  thing,  which  God  and  man  alike 
abhors. 

Mr.  Kimmell.  Mr.  Speaker,  lam  sorry 
that  this  bill  to  repeal  the  Local  Option 
law  has  been  presented,  and  also  that  it 
linds  so  many  ardent  advocates  and  warm 
supporters  in  this  House.  Temperance 
is  a  question  in  which  each  individual  is 
interested,  physically,  financially  and 
morally.  Intemperance  destroys  the  hu¬ 
man  mind,  health,  happiness,  comfort 
and  prosperity,  and  generally  results  in 
premature  decay  and  death.  I  would 
more  willingly  stand  here  to-night  and  ad¬ 
vocate  the  passage  of  a  general  prohibi¬ 
tory  law  than  to  defend  one  that  is  only 
local  in  its  character  and  operations,  if 
there  was  any  hope  for  the  passage  of 
such  a  law  at  this  time.  If  we  cannot 
have  a  full  and  complete  remedy  for  this 
great  and  soul  destroying  evil, let  us  have 
the  beneficial  operation  of  the  Local  Op¬ 
tion  law,  which  is  admitted  by  all  candid 
men  to  be  based  on  the  principle  of  pro¬ 
hibition  of  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors 
as  a  beverage,  and  is  an  advance  move- 
mement  in  temperance  reform.  This 
principle  is  not  a  new  one.  It  is  involved 
in  all  license  laws.  These  laws  prohibit 


the  sales  of  spirituous  liquors,  except 
within  certain  limits.  If  prohibition  is 
thus  far  right,  which  every  liquor  seller 
admits,  is  it  not  right  and  expedient  to 
prohibit  the  traffic  altogether  ? 

If  it  be  proper  to  prevent  ninety-nine 
men  out  of  a  hundred  from  selling  liquor, 
it  is  not  equally  so  to  prevent  the  one  hun¬ 
dredth  man  from  selling  it. 

Local  Option  is  above  all  statute  laws, 
both  Democratic  and  Republican,  be¬ 
cause  it  prevails  only  when  endorsed  by 
the  majority  of  legal  voters.  It  has  al¬ 
ready  done  much  good  in  cutting  off 
temptation  from  the  young  and  well  dis¬ 
posed  ,  in  banishing  the  former  fashion¬ 
able  practice  of  treating  in  open  day,  and 
in. saving  many  from  drunkenness  who 
were  more  or  less  addicted  to  intoxicat- 
ing«lrinks,  from  the  very  facility  of  ob- 
taing  them.  It  has  put  the  liquor  traffic 
under  ban,  which  practically  destroys  it 
among  law-abiding  people.  But  it  should 
be  enforced  against  those  who  persist  in 
secret  sales  to  drunkards  and  those  who 
seem  intent  on  becoming  so.  To  this 
end  it  is  necessary  that  thorough  tem¬ 
perance  men,  without  regard  to  political 
parties,  be  elected  to  fill  the  various  of¬ 
fices  essential  to  the  execution  of  the  law. 
In  vain  we  may  hope  for  its  enforcement 
from  a  magistrate,  a  constable,  a  police¬ 
man,  a  district  attorney,  juror  or  any 
civil  officer  who  is  either  a  drunkard,  a 
tippler  or  a  man  so  unprincipled  and 
venal  as  to  be  guilty  of  bribery,  perjury 
and  prostitution  of  his  office,  power  and 
influence  in  favor  of  intemperance.  The 
time  has  come  when  the  people  should 
rise  in  their  might  and  vindicate  the 
majesty  of  violated  law  by  nominating 
and  voting  for  true  temperance  men  to 
fill  the  borough  and  township  offices  as 
well  as  county  offices  in  due  time,  thus 
giving  this  law  a  fair  chance  and  secur¬ 
ing  its  inestimable  benfits.  It  has  been 
argued,  and  no  doubt  wall  be  strongly 
urged,  that  the  law  should  be  repealed 
because  it  is  violated.  If  this  argument 
proves  anything  it  proves  too  much,  be¬ 
cause  it  would  envolve  the  repeal  of 
every  law,  divine  and  human. 

Must  all  law  then  be  repealed  and  un¬ 
bounded  lawlessness  be  made  the  order  of 
the  day?  Again,  it  is  said,  let  us  have  a 
Stringent  license  law  for  the  benefit  of  a 
favored  few  who  desire  to  make  money 
without  regard  to  consequences.  License 
has  been  weighed  in  the  balance  and  found 
wanting.  At  great  cost  of  tears,  and  blood 
and  treasure,  a  long,  !sad  experience  has 
proved  that  if  an  evil  is  licensed  it  cannot 
be  restrained.  If  we  license  a  wrong  we 


12 


can  assign  no  limitation  to  that  wrong.  It 
is  also  said  that  the  law  should  be  repealed 
because  it  increases  the  sale  of  liquor. 
Why  then  are  the  liquor  men  so  intent  on 
its  repeal?  They  should  know  enough  to 
favor  a  law  that  favors  and  advances  their 
business.  But  the  reverse  is  true.  Their 
sale  is  diminished,  and  thereby  so  much 
human  misery  is  diminished.  They  see 
the  hand  writing  on  the  walls.  They  see 
t  hat  the  beneficial  effects  of  the  Local  Op¬ 
tion  law  will  become  a  strong  argument  in 
favor  of  a  general  prohibitory  law.  And 
if  temperance  men,  untrammeled  by  party 
ties,  will  speak,  act  and  vote,  and  dare  to 
assert  their  principles,  the  glorious  day  is 
not  far  distant  when  such  a  law  can  and 
will  be  enacted.  A  general  prohibitory 
law  faithfully  enforced  and  carefully  obey¬ 
ed  in  this  Commonwealth  would  soon  in¬ 
duce  the  number  of  our  jails,  penitentia¬ 
ries,  police  stations,  alms  houses,  insane 
hospitals  and  criminal  courts.  The  great 
source  of  misery,  rudeness,  lewdness, theft, 
robbery,  poverty  and  murder  would  be  de¬ 
stroyed  ;  and  then  we  would  soon  see  in¬ 
dustry,  economy,  decorum,  intelligence, 
prosperity  and  general  usefulness  establish¬ 
ed  under  the  reign  of  sobriety  and  good 
order. 

The  Local  Option  law  has  undoubtedly 
done  great  good  in  the  county  which  I,  in 
part,  represent,  and  if  I  would  not  raise 
my  voice,  and  vote  against  this  bill,  I 
would  be  false  to  my  own  convictions, false 
to  the  best  interest  of  my  constituents,  and, 
as  I  most  sincerely  believe,  false  to  the  in¬ 
terest  and  welfare  of  this  great  Common¬ 
wealth.  Reform  is  now  the  watch-word. 
Let  us  advance  rather  than  retrograde. 

I  have  suffered  privations  and  hardships 
resulting  from  intemperance,  for  which  I 
am  not  responsible,  and  when  I  manifest  a 
zeal  on  the  subject  of  temperance  which 
may  appear  to  some  of  you  unwarranted, 
you  will  please  pardon  me,  because  he  only 
who  has  suffered  knows  how  to  sympathize 
with  those  who  are  now  suffering.  When 
my  thoughts  are  directed  towards  West¬ 
moreland,  my  native  county, and  the  graves 
located  in  Greensburg,  my  heart  throbs 
with  sorrow,  and  I  am  led  to  denounce  the 
intoxicating  cup  as  the  common  enemy  of 
all  mankind.  And  I  am  also  led  to  sym¬ 
pathize  with  the  innocent  offspring  of  the 
victims  of  intemperance,  who  have  had  en¬ 
tailed  on  them  poverty,  misery  and  sorrow, 
producing  greater  suffering  than  all  other 
diseases  or  even  death  itselef.  I  trust  the 
gentleman  who  read  this  bill  in  place  may 
see  the  odium  he  has  already  brought 
upon  himself  among  the  moral  and  relig¬ 
ious  people,  and  especially  among  the  ladies 


of  this  State,  and  repent  in  time  to  record 
his  vote  against  its  final  passage.  God  will 
hold  us  accountable  for  our  votes  and  acts 
as  legislators  as  strictly  as  for  any  other 
acts  of  our  lives. 

Mr.  Speaker,  my  desire  is  to  be  held 
personally  responsible  for  anything  I  have 
said  or  may  say,  or  for  any  vote  I  may  cast 
on  the  subject  of  temperance,  and  that  no 
vote  or  declaration  of  mine  shall  be  charg¬ 
ed  to  the  Republican  party,  because,  on 
this  great  and  moral  question,  I  claim  the 
privilege  of  acting  for  myself,  and  not  for 
or  with  any  party. 

Permit  me,  in  conclusion,  to  appeal 
to  each  member  of  this  House  who  loves 
good  order  ;  who  loves  his  fellow  man  ; 
who  loves  his  friends  ;  who  loves  his  dear 
children,  and  would  have  them  kept  from 
temptation  and  live  sober  lives,  and,  more 
especially,  to  those  of  you  who  love  and 
honor  your  Creator,  to  vote  against  the 
passage  of  this  bill.  And  I  beseech  you 
all  to  remember  the  words  of  wisdom  and 
truth  :  ‘‘Wine  is  a  mocker  ;  strong  drink 
is  raging;  and  whosoever  is  deceived  there¬ 
by  is  not  wise.” 

Mr.  Christy.  As  I  undei  stand  the 
act  of  1872,  commonly  known  as  the  Lo¬ 
cal  Option  act,  it  was  a  compromise  be¬ 
tween  what  was  known  as  the  liquor 
interest  and  the  temperance  people  of 
this  Commonwealth.  It  was  a  compro¬ 
mise  between  the  granting  of  licenses 
throughout  this  Commonwealth  in  every 
county,  and  a  prohibitory  act.  What 
was  known  as  the  liquor  party  desired  a 
general  license  law,  and  what  was  known 
as  the  temperance  party  clamored  for  a 
prohibitory  act,  and  it  was  common¬ 
ly  understood  that  the  act  of  1872  was  a 
compromise  between  these  two  parties. 
Ly  the  adoption  of  the  local  option  act 
the  question  of  license  or  no  license  was 
remitted  to  the  people  to  decide  upon  the 
question  for  themselves  in  their  lesptct- 
lve  counties. 

In  puisuance  of  the  compromise,  I  say 
the  act  of  1872  was  passed,  and  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  license  or  no  license  submitted 
to  the  people,  and  a  majority  of  the 
counties  of  this  Commonwealth  voted 
against  license.  In  the  remainder  of  the 
counties  of  the  Commonwealth,  except 
those  exempt  from  the  provisions  of 
the  act  of  1872,  the  people  voted  for 
license.  In  the  last  named  counties  li¬ 
censes  arc  granted,  aDd  in  the  counties 
that  voted  against  license  no  licenses 
are  grafted  to-day,  nor  can  any  be  grant¬ 
ed  until  the  third  Friday  of  March, 
1876. 

The  act  provided  that  on  the  third 


13 


Friday  of  March,  1873,  and  every  three 
years  thereafter,  the  people  should  take 
a  vote  upon  the  question.  As  T  said  be¬ 
fore.  this  vote  was  taken  on  the  third 
Friday  of  March,  1873,  and  by  the  terms 
of  the  act,  in  the  counties  where  they 
voted  against  license  no  liquor  could  be 
sold  until  the  third  Friday  of  March, 
1876. 

Now,  I  ask,  in  all  fairness,  is  it  right 
for  this  Legislature  to  repeal  this  act 
one  year  prior  to  the  time  during  which 
its  provisions  are  extended  V  Is  it  fail 
in  this  Legislature  to  take  this  matter 
out  of  the  hands  of  the  people  to  whom, 
in  1872,  the  question  was  remitted  V 
You  said  by  your  act  in  1872,  to  the  peo¬ 
ple,  you  shall  have  the  right  to  say 
whether  you  will  have  license  or  no  li¬ 
cense  for  the  term  of  three  years  from  the 
time  of  the  election.  The  people  have 
voted  upon  that  question  and  have  de¬ 
cided  the  matter  for  themselves  ;  yet  you 
come  here,  and  if  you  pass  the  bill  as  it 
now  stands,  without  the  proviso  of  the 
gentleman  from  Allegheny  [Mr.  lira- 
ham],  you  will  take  away  at  one  fell 
swoop,  the  rigtit  of  the  people  in  the  mat¬ 
ter — you  will  take  away  the  right  dele¬ 
gated  to  them  by  the  act  of  1872. 

Now,  if  this  Lfgislature,  in  its  wis¬ 
dom,  sees  fit,  to  repeal  the  act  of  1872,  it 
is  certainly  right  to  allow  the  act  to  re¬ 
main  in  force  where  the  people  have  said 
by  a  majority  vote  that  they  desire  to 
have  it  enforced,  and  allow  it  to  remain 
in  force  until  such  time  as  it  will  expire 
by  its  own  limitation.  The  people  have 
by  a  majority  in  many  counties  said  that 
they  will  have  no  license  for  three  years, 
and  they  are  entitled  to  some  litt'e  re¬ 
spect  in  the  matter. 

They  are  entitled  to  have  the  b  nefit 
of  the  right  which  is  delegated  to  the 
majority,  and  a  majority  have  said  that 
they  will  abide  under  the  law  for  three 
years.  This  Legislature  has  no  light  to 
takeaway  that  prerogative  f  om  them. 
It  is  undemocratic.  The  democratic 
principle  is  that  the  majority  shall  rule, 
and  the  majority  have  decided  the  ques¬ 
tion  for  themselves,  yet  you  come  here 
and  say  by  this  bill  that  you  will  take 
away  the  rigut  of  the  majority  to  rule — 
that  you  will  take  away  the  right  dele¬ 
gated  to  vote  as  they  desired.  If  the 
.Legislature  is  determined  to  pass  this 
act,  I  think  as  I  sa  d  before,  that  it  is 
but  right  that  this  amendu  er.t  should  be 
adopted,  and  I  hope  that  the  House  will 
adopt  it. 

Mr.  Jackson.  I  have  but  a  few  words 
to  say  at  this  time,  and  t  is  po  siblv  the 


last  time  that  T  shall  take  part  in  the 
discusssion  of  this  measure.  I  wish  to 
say  these  few  words  in  explanation  of 
the  vote  which  I  wish  to  have  recorded 
on  the  first  reading  of  this  lull  Let  me 
say  to  this  house.through  you,  Mr.  Spea¬ 
ker,  that  this  is  a  matter  about  which 
no  representative  on  this  door  is  rnis-in- 
formed,  and  I  doubt  not  every  member 
has  carefully  deliberated  as  to  its  merits 
every  member  here  should  remember 
that  he  must  shoulder  the  rrsponsibility 
of  the  vote  he  shall  cast.  I  was  struck", 
particularly, with  the  remark  made  when 
the  motion  now  disposed  of  was  pending 
before  this  House  by  the  gentleman  from 
Crawford  [Mr.  Plummer],  who  asserted 
that  the  people  of  Pennsylvania  had 
voted  on  the  Local  Option  law  and  had 
given  a  majority  of  one  hundred  thou¬ 
sand  against  it.  1  do  most  sincerely 
hope  that  before  this  bill  is  finally  dis¬ 
posed  of  the  gentleman  will  re-read  the 
history  of  this  law,  so  that  he  may  intel¬ 
ligently  vote  upon  the  repeal  ot  it. 

Sir,  the  people  of  Pennsylvania  have 
never  voted  on  the  question  of  the  Local 
Option  law.  Under  the  Local  Op  ion  law 
they  did  vote  for  or  agaiust  license,  and 
it  may  be  as  the  gentleman  asserts,  that 
a  hundred  thousand  majority  was  re- 
c  rded  in  the  favor  of  license,  and  if  the 
verdict  in  favor  of  legalized  traffic  in 
intoxicating  liquors  is  to  be  recorded  as 
a  verdict  against  the  Local  Option  law,  I 
am  willing  to  take  the  gentleman  at  his 
word  and  say  that  that  vote  did  so  decide 
the  question.  It  is  not  the  facf,  how¬ 
ever.  The  local  option  law,  when  first 
voted  under,  gave  to  the  people  the  priv¬ 
ilege  of  deciding  a  certain  question  in 
accordance  with  its  provisions,  and  it  is 
true,  I  believe,  that  a  majority  of  the 
people  of  this  Commonwealth  voted  in 
favor  of  license.  I  am  sorry  for  their 
sake  that  they  did  so  vote,  but  it  is  also 
true  that  a  very  large  minority  of  the 
people  of  the  Commonwealth  voted 
against  license.  Under  the  effects  of 
that  vote,  the  right  to  which  was  given 
them  by  this  law,  they  are  at  present 
living,  and  that  law  it  is  now  proposed 
to  repeal. 

What  is  urged  in  favor  of  the  repeal 
of  the  law  V  I  have  heard  nothing,  as 
yet,  to-night.  I  have  never  l.eard“any- 
thing  urged  in  favor  of  it  except  that 
there  were  votes  enough  in  this  house  to 
carry  the  repeal,  and  certain  members  of 
this  body,  perhaps,  were  instructed  by 
their  constituencies  to  vote  in  favor  of 
the  repeal.  What  can  be  urged  in  favor 
of  t  he  repeal  of  this  law  V  Some  gentle- 
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men  affect  to  raise  the  question  of  busi¬ 
ness  policv.  They  say  that  the  business 
interests  of  this  Commonwealth  are  to 
be  conserved  and  that  in  furtherance  of 
those  interests  this  law  is  to  be  repealed. 
But,  sometimes  people  have  the  candor 
to  admit  tacitly  or  openly  that  they  are 
in  favor  of  the  repeal  of  this  law — that 
they  will  vote  for  its  repeal  at  the  bid¬ 
ding  or  in  the  service  of  the  men  who 
drink,  as  a  beverage,  intoxicating  li¬ 
quors.  I  am  proud  to  say  that  I  stand 
here  for  the  purpose  of  representing,  so 
nearly  as  it  is  given  me  to  understand 
their  views,  the  temperance  people  of  my 
district.  I  wish  to  represent  the  views 
of  those  people,  and  I  hope  I  shall  never 
represent  the  views  of  any  other  class. 

i  hope  everv  representative  on  this 
floor  wishes  to  represent  the  same  class 
of  people.  I  hope  that  every  representa¬ 
tive  on  this  floor  wishes  io  record  his 
vote  in  such  a  manner  that  it  may  meet 
the  approval  of  the  friends  of  order,  of 
law  ;  and,  sir,  if  lam  to  be  pardoned  the 
expression,  I  envy  neither  the  head  nor 
the  heart  of  any  man  who  can  vote  from 
any  other  consideration.  Now,  allow 
me  to  say,  and  I  speak  more  pariicular- 
ly  for  my  own  locality,  that  1  believe  I 
represent  accurately  and  truly  the  puke- 
beat  of  the  great  heart  of  the  temperance 
element  of  my  locality,  when  I  record 
my  vote  against  the  repeal  of  this  law. 
And  through  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would 
ask  every  member  of  this  Bouse,  on  his 
honor,  would  he  not  vote  with  me  if  he 
was  representing  the  same  element  in  his 
constituency  ‘f  I  go  to  the  people  who 
are  sober,  who  are  law  abiding.  I  go  to 
the  people  who  have  always  appeared  to 
me  to  wish  to  prohibit,  if  they  can,  or 
else  curtail,  so  far  as  it  is  possible,  the 
sale  and  use  of  intoxicating  liquors.  I 
consult  all  ages,  all  classes,  and  I  repeat 
that  I  believe  1  accurately  represent 
them  when  I  say  let  the  local  option  law 
stand  on  the  statute  book. 

That  there  are  good  temperance  poople 
who  believe  that  it  may  properly  be  re¬ 
pealed,  and  a  license  law  or  something 
of  that  sort  substituted  in  its  place  I  will 
not  deny,  because  there  aie  such  people. 
But  they  are  a  minority  most  insignifi¬ 
cant  among  temperance  people,  and  I 
say  that  the  people  of  Mercer  county, 
and  more  particularly  the  people  of  my 
town  in  Mercer  county,  who  have  the 
best  interests  of  society  at  heart,  and 
who  are  friends  of  temperance  reform,  do 
not  ask  us  to  repeal  this  law.  Further 
than  this,  allow  me  to  urge  this  consid¬ 
eration  :  The  people  of  Mercer  county 


and  the  people  of  numerous  other  coun¬ 
ties  in  the  Commonwealth  accepted!  this 
local  option  law  in  good  faith— they  ac¬ 
cepted  it  as  a  law  which  would  permit 
the  people  of  any  county  who  want  li¬ 
quor  sold  under  iegal  sanction  to  so  vote 
and  to  have  it  so.  They  accepted  it  as 
a  law  under  which  the  people  of  any 
county,  who  did  not  want  such  a  prac¬ 
tice  legalized,'  could  vote  it  down  and 
prohibit  its  sale  under  the  provisions  of 
the  law.  The  people  of  Mercer  county 
accepted  it  in  good  faith.  They  held  an 
election  in  accordance  with  its  provisions 
and  voted,  and  said  by  a  majority  of 
nearly  one  thousand,  that  they  would 
have  no  license. 

Now,  the  enactment  of  a  former  Leg¬ 
islature,  liketne  decision  of  a  court,  is 
entitled  to  some  respect  on  account  of 
the  body  which  pronounces  the  law,  and 
wt-  should  not  repeal  any  act  of  any  for¬ 
mer  Legislature,  whatever,  out  of  respect 
to  that  Legislature,  unless  it  appears 
to  us  affirmatively  that  the  time  has 
come  when  a  repeal  is  demanded.  But 
a  consideration  infinitely  more  weighty 
than  this  presses  on  me  in  regard  to  the 
repeal  of  this  law,  because,  as  I  under¬ 
stand  it,  when  the  people  of  Mercer 
county,  and  the  people  of  numeruos 
other  couties  voted  for  no  license  un¬ 
der  the  provisions  of  the  law,  there  was 
something  in  it  in  the  nature  of  a  sol¬ 
emn  compact  that  this  condition  of 
affairs  should  not  be  interfered  with,  at 
least  not  until  the  spring  elections  of 
1876,  when  the  question  will  again  be  an 
open  one.  We  settled  the  question,  as 
we  supposed,  for  three  years  in  Mercer 
county,  and  have  you  any  right— have 
you  any  right  m  morals— to  interfere 
with  that  arrangement,  and  again  open 
the  door  for  the  legalizing  of  the  liquor 
trattic  in  our  county  V  We  have  voted 
that  we  do  not  want  it,  and  I  beg  you,  m 
the  name  of  good  faith,  not  to  undo  what 
was  done  by  a  former  Legislature,  and 
what  we  did  in  compliance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  law  which  was  enacted 
then.  In  conclusion,  why  should  this 
law  be  repealed  i*  Lo  the  constituents 
of  any  gentleman  on  this  floor  want  li¬ 
cense  ?  If  so,  does  not  this  law  furnish 
them  with  the  simplest  and  most  effect¬ 
ive  opportunity  to  procure  it  ?  I  am 
sorry  so  much  was  ever  granted  to  the 
liquor  interest  in  this  law. 

I  regret  that  a  prohibitory  law  was  not 
enacted.  But  this  has  nothing  to  do 
particularly  with  the  question  before  us. 
I  repeat,  if  the  constituents  of  any  gen; 
tlemau  on  this  floor  want  license  the  law 
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you  propose  to  repeal  gives  opportunity 
for  license,  and  if,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  constituents  of  other  gentlemen  do 
not  want  this  traffic  legalized,  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  law  point  out  to  them  a 
method  in  which  the  legalizing  of  it  can 
he  prevented.  Why,  then — why,  I  ask, 
shall  the  law  he  repealed  ?  A  re  any  gen¬ 
tlemen  afraid  that  in  the  election  of 
1876  his  people  may  render  a  different  de¬ 
cision  from  the  one  they  rendered  in 
1873  V 

Mr.  Plummer.  I  do  not  rise,  Mr. 
Speaker,  for  the  purpose  of  making  a 
speech.  I  have  not  much  to  say  any 
way  as  a  rule  I  prefer  voting  to"  talk¬ 
ing.  *  *  *  *  *  * 

Now,  upoifthis  principle  I  stand,  and 
upon  this  principle  I  am  willing  to  argue 
the  question.  When  men  talk  about 
temperance  and  intemperance  they  use 
the  words  misunderstanding^  or  else 
misrepresent  the  matter.  lie  is  a  tem¬ 
perate  man  who  is  temperate  in  all  his 
ways  of  living — in  his  eating  and  drink¬ 
ing,  in  his  walk  inlife,  in  his  deportment. 
Saint  Paul  said:  “Be  temperate  in  all 
things,  hut  a  little  wine  is  good  for  the 
stomach’s  sake.”  [Just  here  the  gentle¬ 
man  was  asked  whether  liis  name  was 
Timothy?  He  didn't  answer.] 

Now,  as  1  have  said,  I  did  not  get  up 
to  make  a  speech  upon  this  question.  I 
simply  desired  to  state  the  principle 
which  actuated  me  in  voting  for  the  re¬ 
peal  of  the  LoealOptkm  Law.  I  am  not 
actuated  hv  motives  of  gain.  As  the 
gentleman  from  Mercer  [Mr.  Jackson] 
would  imply  in  his  very  eloquent  re¬ 
marks,  the  whisky  traffic  is  no  source 
of  gain  to  me.  It  is  not  because  I  am 
owned  by  any  whisky  ring  or  because  I 
have  had  any  polilical  connection  with 
whisky  rings.  I  have  a  recollection  of 
a  little  campaign  in  which  I  was  person¬ 
ally  interested,  in  the  county  of  Craw- 
fooi,  and  I  recollect  that  in  the'  campaign 
I  was  opposed  by  members  of  the  whisky 
ring,  although  they  understood  the  prin¬ 
ciple  by  which  I  was  actuated. 

They  understood  thoroughly  my  v  ews 
upon  this  matter,  yet  I  would  not  give 
them  any  pledge.  '  either  would  I  give 
the  Good  Templars  or  the  Socal  Option- 
ists  any  pledge.  I  am  unpledged  upon 
the  question,  and  when  I  vote  shall  stand 
upon  the  broad  principle  I  have  enun¬ 
ciated,  and  upon  that  principle  I  am  will¬ 
ing  to  stand  or  fall.  I  have  been  opposed 
to  all  sumptuary  laws,  and  I  now'  pro¬ 
nounce  against  them  here  tomight,  and 
shall  vote  for  the  repeal  of  this  Local  Op- 


tiomlaw,  becavse  it  has  features  of  that 
kind  in  it.  I  kuow  something  about  the 
history  of  this  contest.  I  was  a  mere 
boy  at  the  time  the  first  prohibitory  law 
was  enacted.  I  know  the  authors  of  the 
law  and  the  men  who  were  selected  to 
execute  it  in  the  farthest  east  New  En¬ 
gland  State.  The  one  was  an  army  thief 
and  the  other  a  prostitute  elder  who 
ran  away  from  his  congregation  when 
he  was  appointed  marshal  to  execute 
the  law,  and  who  sold  stolen  rum  to 
the  country  dealers  to  debauch  the 
youth  of  the  country. 

*  *  *  These  wrere  the  reformers 

in  this  matter.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
can  honor  an  honest  reformer,  but  I 
wish  to  say  hr  this  House  to-night  that 
I  hate,  detest  add  despise  anything  like 
hypocrisy. 

Mr.  Harry  Huhn,  (Rep.  of  Philadel¬ 
phia.)  I  hope  that  tne  gentleman  will 
not  vdify  or  abuse  the  character  of  any 
man  who  cannot  appear  upon  the  floor 
of  this  House  to  defetfd  himself. 

Mr.  Plummer.  All  right,  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  will  withdraw  the  names,  but  I  have 
had  my  say  in  regard  to  these  gentlemen. 
I  simply  wanted  to  show  the  character 
of  some  men  who  had  advocated  this 
cause. 

[The  namesgiven  were  those  of  Gen.Xeal  Dow, 
Elder  Weaver,  and  Elder  Peek.  Iris  rumored  that  the 
honorable  gentlemen  from  Crawford  formerly  Jived 
in  the  East  and  that  he  was  engaged  in  a  eerta’in  bus¬ 
iness  with  which  the  above  named  reformers  were 
compelled  to  interfere  in  the  discharge  ot  their  duty. 
We  leave  the  reader  to  put  this  and  that  together. 
Rut  we  unhesitatingly  predict  that  the  honored  name 
of  Geu.  Xeal  Dow  of  Maine  will  be  remembered  witli 
pleasure  and  gratitude  by  millions  in  both  America 
and  Europe  long  after  that  of  his  tradueei-  sha  1 
have  been  forgotten], 

Mr.  Campbell.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  people  whom  I 
have  the  honor  in  part  to  reuresent,  voted  on  this 
question  of  Local  Option  and  they  are  not  asking  lor 
this  repeal  to-day.  I  should  like  to  suggest  a°lew 
questions  to  the  friends  of  the  repeal.  I  would  like 
to  a«k  them  whether  their  mothers,  or  the  widows, 
or  the  orphans  of  our  State  to  day  are  joining  in  the 
demand  for  repeal?  Are  cur  clergymen  asking  for 
its  repeal? 

Mr.  .1.  C.  Fincher,  Dem.,  of  Luzetne.  I  rise  to  a 
point  of  order  ;  that  the  gentleman  is  not  discussiD^ 
the  amendment,  but  the  main  question. 

The  Speaker.  The  gentleman  will  confine  his  re¬ 
marks  to  the  question  before  the  House. 

Mr.  Campbell.  I  shall  do  so,  but  I  think  that  the 
question  brings  up  the  whole  merits  of  the  case.  I 
desire  to  speak  upon  the  merits  of  the  bill.  In  order 
to  satisfy  the  members  of  this  douse  as  to  the  views  of 
my  constituents  on  this  subject,  I  will  read  here  a  re¬ 
monstrance  against  the  repeal  of  the  Local  Option 
law,  sent  to  me  signed  by  three  hundred  and  five  per¬ 
sons  of  Concord  township — sixty-four  oflthem  “Camn 
hells  1 

To  the  Honorable  the  Senate  and  House  of  Reore- 
senlalives  of  the  Stale  of  Pennsylvania,  in  Gene¬ 
ral  Assembly  met : 

The  petition  of  the  subscribers,  citizens  of  Concord 
township,  iu  the  county  of  Butler,  lespectfully 
showeth  : 
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That  we  have  learned  with  pain  and  abhorrence  of 
the  effort  now  being  made  on  the  part  of  those  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  liquor  traffic  to  have  the  law  commonly 
known  as  the  local  option  law  repealed  by  your  hono¬ 
rable  body  at  its  present  session,  and  that  petitions, 
with  that  object  in  view,  are  being  quietly  circulated 
among  the  people  for  signers. 

Now  your  petitioners  are  still  of  the  tirm  opinion 
that  this  law  is  not  only  correct  in  its  principles  and 
wise  in  its  provisions,  but,  when  faithiully  executed, 
will  exert  a  most  wholesome  restraint  upon  the 
spread  of  intemperance  and  the  brood  of  evils  ever 
following  in  its  train.  We  are  further  of  opinion  that 
the  law,  in  the  brief  time  since.it  first  passed  into 
effect,  has  received  no  fair  or  true  test  of  its  efficacy, 
and  that  time  is  a  necessary  element  of  a  fair  test  of 
its  merits.  Believing,  too,  as  we  do,  that  there  is  a 
growing  disposition  and  determination  on  the  part  of 
the  people  to  see  the  violators  of  this  law  brought  un¬ 
der  its  penalties  (another  requisite toa  true  test),  and 
that  in  this  county,  at  least,  we  have  a  Judiciary  who 
will  not  hesitate,  so  far  as  in  them  lies,  to  execute  it 
both  in  its  spirit  and  in  its  lettei  ;  we  do  now,  there¬ 
fore,  for  the  sake  of  good  morals  and  genuine  reform, 
hereby  most  emphatically  protest  against  your  Hono¬ 
rable  body’s  disturbing  <  r  in  any  way  interfering 
with  the  law  in  any  of  its  provisions,  in  response  tu 
the  demands  of  a  class  who  represent  the  minority  of 
the  people,  at  best. 

And  your  petitioners  will  ever  pray,  &c. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  is  what  my 
constituents  say,  and  consequently  can  I 
be  willing  to  vote  against  their  views  ? 
I  will  also  read  a  resolution  passed  at  a 
meeting  held  in  Parker  City  by  the  tem¬ 
perance  reform  people  under  the  auspices 
of  the  Young  Men’s  Christian  Associa¬ 
tion  : 

j Resolved,  That  we  most  earnestly  protest  against  the 
repeal  oi  the  lo^al  option  law.  The  s-iitiment  of  the 
peapleofour  Commonwealth,  in  ca  ling  for  such  a 
law,  we  emphatically  believe  to  have  been  intensified, 
and  we  call  upon  our  Representatives  and  Senators  in 
Harrisburg  to  insist  that  this  will,  expres  eu  by  this 
people,  be  neid  sacred. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  required  by 
Messrs.  Morgan  and  Long,  and  were  as 
follows,  viz: 

YEAS. 

Achenbach,  Andre.  Ausline,  Bakeoven,  Bard- 
slcy,  Boyer,  Buck,  Butler,  Carson,  Carver,  Con- 
rau  of  Berks,  Uonrad  of  Philadelphia.  Crawford, 
Devereaux,  Deyarmon,  Douglas s.  Dry,  Burling, 
Kldred,  Erwin  of  North’n.  EtUa,  Fauuce,  Eincher, 
Fogei,  Foster,  Frederick,  Gaffey,  Gehr ,  Geiselman, 
Gemmill,  Gentner,  Gillespie,  Gorman,  Graham  of 
Philadelphia,  Gross.  Gun3ter,  Hannan,  Harts- 
horne.  Harvey.  Hasson,  Henry,  Hetrick,  Hill,  Hos¬ 
ier.  Holland,  Homelier,  Huhn,  Jamison,  John,  Ken¬ 
nedy,  Keyser,  Kimmett,  Kistler,  Knight,  Knipe. 
Large  Andrew,  Law,  Lecron,  Lewis  of  Scu- 
uylkill,  Loftus,  Logan  of  Crawford, 
Bosch,  Loudenslager,  Busk,  LynotJ,  Mai- 
shall,  M’Asey,  M’henry,  M’Lean,  M’Nite,  Miller 
of  Berks,  Miller  of  Phila.  Miller  of  Somerset,  Mines-, 
Monaghan,  Montgomery,  Morgan  of  Schuylkill, 
Mumper,  Myers,  Mylin.  Newell,  O'Neil,  Paliatt, 
Parker,  Patterson  of  Phila.,  PelroJJ,  Piper,  P  ummer, 
IJmrAvReighard,  Reutter,  lleyburn,  Rice,  Richardson 
Ringgold,  Roney.  Ro*enmille- -,  Rutter,  Ryan,  Roller, 
Shugert,  Smith  of  Berks,  Rmith  of  Chester,  Snyder, 
•Souder,  Spicer,  Stable,  Steven  s.Slober,  Stotzer ,Sumey, 
Talley,  Thornton,  Toner  Vogd.es  Wanner,  Willett, 
Williams  of  Clarion,  Wilson,  Wiramer,  Wise,  Wishart, 
Withington,  Wood,  Woriall,  Yeakel,  Yerkes,  Zern, 
Patterson,  Speaker—  12S. 

Democrats,  in  Roman,  8G  ;  Republic  ans  in  Ita’ics, 
41  ;  Independent  Small  Cats,  1. 


NAYS. 

Allen,  'Baity .Barnett,  Bedford,  Belt,  Billingsley, 
B loll.  Boyd,  Brown  of  Erie,  Campbell,  Carey,  Chap¬ 
in,  Chrisman,  Christy,  Darby,  Dickey,',  Edge,  Krn- 
bick.  Endsley.  Falkenbury,  Findley,  Fortenbaugh, 
Graff,  Graham  oi  Allegheny,  .Hall,  Hays,  Hollen¬ 
beck,  Humphrey,  Irwin  of  Allegheny,  Jackson , 
Kimmell,  Large,  S.  P.,  Leigh ,  Lewis  of  Luzerne, 
Logon,  of  Erie,  Long,  M’ Gmcan,  Matbbr, 
Mitchell.  Morgan  of  Lawrence,  Moscrip,  Mumford, 
Reed ,  Roberts,  Rogers,  Shidle,  SHONK,  Steck, 
Stewart,  Sturtevant,  Terry,  Thompson  of  Arm¬ 
strong,  Tracy,  Wendt,  Williams  of  Susquehanna— VG. 

Democrats  in  fionuin,  16  ;  Republicans,  in  Italics, 
37  ;  Independent  in  small  caps,  1  ;  and  Prohibi¬ 
tionists  in  CAPS,  1. 

Yote  on  final  passage :  Yeas  124,  nays 
54. 

[The  following  members  absent  on  First  reading 
voted  nay  :  Alexander,  Birch.  Nisley,  Phelps,  Raw 
tins,  Thompson,  Iud.,  and  Wo’fe.} 

SECOND  READING,  FEB.  25. 

Mr.  Zern  called  up  bill  No.  59  out  of  its 
order,  Mr.  Christy  asking  whether  a  two- 
third  vote  was  not  necessary  and  the 
Speaker  deciding  not.  Mr.  Morgan,  of 
Lawrence,  spoke  against  this  greedy 
haste,  and  Mr.  Zern  insisted  on  his  mo¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  Everhart  offered  the  following 
amendment. 

“ Provided ,  That  in  those  counties  which  have 
voted  against  license  the  court  of  quarter  session  may, 
after  the  first  of  January  1S7G,  proceed  to  hear  appli- 
catioi  s  and  grant  license  under  existing  laws. 

Not  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Geo.  W.  Allen,  (Rep.  of  War¬ 
ren.)  I  move  to  amend  by  adding  to  the 
section  the  words,  “so  far  as  the  same 
relates  to  the  sale  of  ale  and  beer.” 

Not  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Long  offered  the  following : 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  be  recommitted  to  the 
Committee  onYice  and  Immorality,  with  instructions 
to  amend  and  report  the  same  with  amendments 
providing  for  the  enactment  of  a  general  license  law, 
and  the  submission  of  the  question  of  “license  or  no 
iicense”  to  a  vote  of  the  people. 

Mr.  J.  W.  Parker,  (Dem.  of  Mifflin,) 
raised  the  following  point  of  order : 

“That  the  motion  to  recommit  with  instructions 
would  change  the  character  of  the  bill,  in  that  it 
would  make  it  an  entirely  different  bill  from  the  one 
under  consideration.” 

The  Chair  decided  the  point  of  order 
well  taken  and  an  appeal  from  the  de¬ 
cision  was  not  sustained. 

Mr.  Morgan,  (Lawrence.)  I  offer  the 
following  amendment : 

Provided,  That  the  provisious  of  this  act  shall  not 
take  effect  until  the  third  Friday  of  March  1876, 

The  Speaker  decided  that  this  amend¬ 
ment  lias  already  been  voted  upon,  and 
Mr.  Plummer  called  the  previous  ques¬ 
tion. 

The  bill  passed  by  a  viva  voce  vote  the 
Speaker  deciding  without  recognizing  the 
callsfor  the  yeas  and  nays. 
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TUESDAY,  March  2, 1875. 

MORNING  SESSION". 

The  House  met  fit  11  o’clock,  and  af 
ter  some  preliminary  business,  proceeded 
to  the  consideration  of 

LOCAL,  OPTION. 

Mr.  ZERN.  I  now  move  to  proceed 
to  the  consideration  of  House  bill  No. 
59,  entitled  An  act  to  rereal  an  act  to 
permit  the  voters  of  this  Commonwealth 
to  vote  every  three  years  on  the  ques¬ 
tion  tf  granting  license  to  sail  intoxi¬ 
cating  lquors, 

Mr.  If  ISLE  Y.  I  hope  the  gentleman 
will  give  way  until  I  report  a  bill  from 
committee. 

Mr.  ZERN.  I  will  accommodate  the 
gentleman  from  Dauphin  [Mr.  N is¬ 
le  y]. 

Mr.  NISLEY,  on  iea'-e,  reported,  as 
committed,  from  Committee  on  Print¬ 
ing,  Senate  bill  No.  102,  entitled  A  joint 
resolution  providing  for  the  printing  of 
the  report  of  the  Auditor  General  on 
railroads. 

Mr.  ZERN.  I  now  rentw  my  mo¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  GRAHAM  (Allegheny).  I  ask 
leave  to  call  up  ray  resolution  relative 
to  appropriation  bills  and  have  it  passed. 

Mr.  FAUNCE.  If  I  understand  cor¬ 
rectly,  the  resolution  alluded  to  bv  the 
gentleman  was  passed  before  the  House 
adjourned  on  Friday. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  It  was  Said  over  for 
one  day. 

Mr.  FAUNCE.  Afterwards  the  rules 
were  suspended  and  the  resolution  pas¬ 
sed. 

Mr  ZERN.  I  now  insist  upon  my 
motion. 

Mr.  WCLFE.  It  seems  to  me,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  there  will  be  time  enough 
durlDg  the  eourseof  this  session  to  reach 
this  bill  in  its  proper  order.  I  think 
instead  of  showing  any  undue  anxiety 
to  get  a  vote  upon  this  question  that  we 
ought  to  be  raker  reluctant  to  reach  it. 
I  see  no  reason  at  ell  why  it  should  take 
precedence  of  the  legislation  whtch  p  re¬ 
cedes  it  upon  our  calendar.  When  we 
reach  it  in  its  proper  order  I  am  perfect¬ 
ly  willing  then  to  meet  it  and  vote  u,  on 
it  fairly  and  squarely,  but  I  think  that  it 
is  unbecomir  g  the  dignity  of  this  Home 
to  set  aside  all  its  other  business  for  the 
one  single,  simple  purpose ©f  advancing 
this  bill,  and  I  hop>e  that  this  consider¬ 
ation  alone  will  induce  the  men  hers  of 
:  his  House  to  vote  down  the  motion  to 
,  ake  up  the  bill  at  this  time  and' that  it 


will  await  its  proper  turn  on  the  calen¬ 
dar.  I,  for  one,  feel  that  it  is  rather 
hucuilitaMng  indeed  that  the  House 
should  press  forward  lo  that  bill.  Mem¬ 
bers  on  both  sides  Qf  this  House  know’ 
that  it  is  an  unpleasant  question  to  deal 
wi'h—  there  are  members  oa  both  sides 
of  this  House  who  would  ra-, her  . not 
vote,  many  of  them  feeling  compelled 
to  do  so  by  reason  of  what  they  suppose 
to  be  the  feelings  of  their  constituents  in 
reference  to  f  he  matter. 

Indeed,  I  feel  satisfied,  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  a  majority  of  the  members  of  this 
House,  if  they  were  left  to  the  dictates 
of  their  own  judgment— if  they  were 
left  to  the  leanings  of  tiiy  ir  conscience 
simply,  wi  bout  regard  to  any  political 
prospects,  without  regapp  to  the  effect  it 
would  perhaps  have  u.pon  their  future  , 
political  interests,  wquld  !  e  giad  indeed 
to  vote  against  the  repeal  of  this,  Jaw 
and  prevent  its  passage.  But  they  can; 
at  least  do  this  :  they  can  say  while  they 
feel  constrained  to  vote  for  the  repeal  of 
the  law  because  of  the  feeling  of  their 
constituents  with  reference  to  it,  that 
they  do  not  feel  compelled  to  vote  to 
give  it  precedence  over  o.  her  business 
which  intern  sis  this  Commonwealth. 

Now,  I  hope  that  in  this  spirit  the 
members  of  this  House  will.outot  regard 
for  the  dignity  of  the  body,  decide  that 
while  they  will  meet  the  question  when 
it  comes  before  us  properly,  they  wiii 
not  vote  to  give  it  precedence  over  otter 
legislation. 

Mr.  ZERN.  In  reply  to  the  eenile- 
man  trom  Union  [Mr.  M[olfe],  I 
would  say  that  we  are  not  displaying 
undue  haste  in  regard  to  this  bill.  As 
this  is  the  regular  day  for  it,  it  makes 
but  little  difference  as  to  the  hour  for 
taking  it  up.  I  do  net  think  that  has 
much  to  do  with  the  dignity  of  this 
House.  I  repel  the  insinuation  that  the 
gentleman  from  Union  [Mr.  Wolfe] 
has  cast  on  members  of  this  House  that 
they  are  acting  in  opposition  to  the  dic¬ 
tates  of  their  consciences  in  voting  the 
other  way.  I  do  not  believe  there  is  a 
member  on  this  floor  but  follows  the 
dictates  of  his  conscience  in  this  matter 
irrespective  of  political  consitSeratiopiP, 

Mr.  WOLFE.  I  think  t  used  the 
language  that  there  are  many  members 
now  on  the  floor  of  this  House,  who,  if 
left  to  the  dictates  of  their  judgments, 
and  consciences  in  the  master,  would 
vote  against  the  repeal  of  Speai.  option 
and  in  saying  this,  I  say  what  Ukw;  »> 
for  I  have  heard  it  from  their  o,vyo.\  * 
and  I  know  that  the  ejiMk  of,  ms  : 
member  is  tinged  with  shame  Whe U  \ 
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thinks  that  he  is  placed  in  a  position  in 
which  he  feels  compelled  to  vote  for  the 
repeal  of  that  act. 

Mr.  STEWART.  The  remarks  of  the 
gentleman  from  Union  [Mr.  Wolfe] 
are  just  and  appropriate.  The  gentle- 
man  from  Allegheny  [Mr.  Zern],  in 
calling  th9  bill  up  has  given  no  good 
reasons  for  hasty  action  i  n  this  matter. 
Ee  has  not  told  us  why  this  bill  should 
take  precedence  of  other  bills  which  pre¬ 
cede  it  upon  the  calendar.  With  a 
known  majority  on  the  floor  of  this 
House  in  favor  of  the  repeal  of  the  local 
option,  why  such  haste?  I  think  it  is 
an  insult  to  the  dignity  of  the  House  to 
press  this  matter  in  this  way.  There  are 
many  in  the  House  in  favor  of  the  repeal 
of  local  option,  but  not  in  favor  of  a  sus¬ 
pension  of  the  rules  to  reach  it.  1  hope 
no  suspension  of  the  rules  will  be  grant¬ 
ed  to  call  up  this  bill. 

Mr.  CHRISTY.  I  do  not  intend  to 
occupy  the  time  of  the  House  by  any 
extended  remarks  on  this  bill,  as  I  have 
already  expressed  my  opinion  as  to  cer¬ 
tain  grave  doubts  in  my  mind  concern¬ 
ing  its  constitutionality,  and  also  have 
given  a  few  reasons  why  I  think  the 
bill  should  not  pass.  Yet  there  are  some 
additional  reasons  why  this  bill  should 
not  pass,  to  which,  briefly,  I  wish  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  members  of  this 
House  before  the  final  vote  is  taken. 
On  a  former  occasion  I  called  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  members  to  the  fact  that  this 
attempt  to  repeal  what  is  known  as  the 
local  option  law  is  an  act  of  bad  faith  on 
the  part  of  this  House  toward  the  people 
residing  in  a  majority  of  the  counties  of 
the  State.  How,  I  ask  the  gentlemen 
who  favor  the  passage  of  this  bill  tojjlook 
for  a  moment  at  another  phase  of- 
this  question  that  might  arise. — 
Suppose  that  a  majority  of  the  mem¬ 
ber's  of  thi3  House  were  in  favor 
of  temperance,  and  we  should  en¬ 
deavor  to  pass  a  supplement  to  the  local 
option  law  of  1872,  allowing  the  people 
of  the  counties  who  said  by  their  rota 
that  we  desire  license  to  take  another 
vote  on  this  question,  say  on  the  first 
day  of  April  next,  and  by  that  vote  de¬ 
cide  the  question  whether  licenses  should 
continue  to  be  granted,  or  whether  no 
licenses  should  hereafter  be  granted  in 
their  respective  counties.  Suppose  this 
to  be  the  case,  would  not  the  gentle¬ 
men  who  are  now  urging  the  passage  of 
this  act  say  that  we  were  acting  in  bad 
faith  with  these  people?  Would  they 
not  say  that  the  question  of  license  had 
been  settled  in  these  counties  for  the 
term  of  three  years  from  the  third  Fri¬ 


day  of  March,  1873,  and  that  we  had 
neither  legal,  equitable  or  moral  right 
to  interfere  in  me  matter  ?  Most  cer¬ 
tainly  they  would,  and  yet  that  is  just 
what  they  are  endeavoring  to  do  with 
the  conditions  reversed.  And  I  believe 
these  gentlemen  know  and  feel  the 
awkward  position  in  which  they  have 
placed  themselves  by  their  action,  far  aa 
yet  not  a  single  one  of  them  has  dared 
to  give  a  single  reason  for  this  course, 
but  have  contented  themselves  by  re¬ 
maining  silent  and  forcing  the  bill 
along  by  mere  force  of  numerical  num¬ 
bers. 

Ho<v,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  any  one  had 
given  a  single  reason  for  the  passage  of 
this  repealing  act,  I  might  excuse  their 
unprecedented  action.  I  might  even  be 
liberal  enough  to  find  aa  excuse  for  the 
action  of  the  gentleman  from  Allegheny 
[Mr.  Zep.n]  .n  forcing  us  to  act  upon 
this  bill  in  advance  of  its  proper  order. 
But  I  have  heard  it  asserted  that  the 
local  option  act  is  an  obstruction  to 
business;  that  it  cripples  the  commercial 
interests  of  this  our  great  and  grand  old 
Commonwealth,  and  that  this  repealing 
act,  when  passed,  will  unbind  the  fetters 
that  bind  us,  and  one  of  the  great  sources 
of  our  wealth  and  prosperity  will  again 
be  revived,  and  that  it  will  prove  bene¬ 
ficial  to  all.  From  the  bottom  of  my 
heart  I  wish  it  were  so,  but  alas,  I  fear 
it  is  not.  I  will  admit  that  in  some 
instances  a  few  may  be  benefited.  That 
in  fact  a  few  may  be  enriched,  but  for 
every  one  30  benefited  a  hundred  will 
be  injured.  For  every  liquor  seller  who 
will  be  advantaged,  a  hundred  women 
and  children  will  beggared,  a  hundred 
men,  made  in  God’s  own  image,  will 
be  brutalized  and  ruined,  financially, 
physically  and  morally.  For  every 
dollar  that  it  will  place  in  the  pocket  of 
the  rum  seller,  a  hundred  crystal  tears 
of  sorrow  will  fall,  and  a  hundred  sighs 
of  bitter  lamentations  go  up  from  the 
homes  of  once  happy  and'  prosperous 
families,  made  desolate,  and  if  this  state 
of  things  is  beneficial  to  all,  then  I  con¬ 
fess  I  amtooobtusetouaderstand  it,  and 
fail  to  appreciate  its  advantages.  Aa  to 
the  question  of  granting  licenses,  and 
the  persona  who  engage  in  what  I  con¬ 
sider  a  nefarious  and  disreputable  busi¬ 
ness,  I  have  only  to  say  that  the 
English  language  has  not  adjectives 
enough  applicable  to  the  expression  of 
my  contempt  for  the  man  who  descends 
so  low  in  the  social  and  moral  scale  of 
society,  and  gravitates  so  near  the  verge 
of  the  dark  domains  of  deep  damnation 
aa  to  deal  out  the  double  distilled 
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essence  of  liquified  hell  fire  over  a 
counter  to  hie  fellow-men  for  a  paltry 
dollar.  I  can  not  do  the  subject  the 
justice  which  I  think  It  deserves,  and 
I  shall  not  attempt  to  -express  my  opin¬ 
ion  of  it. 

As  I  have  said  before,  it  is  the  worst 
piece  of  bad  faith  that  ever  was  at¬ 
tempted  to  be  perpetrated  cn  this  peo¬ 
ple,  and  I  say  to  the  gentlemen  who  are 
in  favor  of  the  :epeal  of  this  local  option 
act,  that  while  I  am  neither  a  prophet 
nor  the  son  of  a  prophet,  yet  standing 
here  I  desire  them  to  mark  ruy  words 
well,  that  the  people  of  this  Common¬ 
wealth  will  at  no  distant  d ly  visit  upon 
their  heads  such  a  retribution  for  this 
action  as  will  cause  them  to  quail  and 
hang  their  heads  in  shame.  [Laughter] . 

Gentlemen  may  laugh,  but  the  time 
will  come  when  they  will  not  laugh  -bat 
will  be  ashamed  of  their  action  in  this 
matter. 

I  have  confidence,  Mr.  Speaker,  in  the 
right.  We  may  be  crushed  for  the  mo¬ 
ment  by  the  majority  ;  they  may  say  by 
their  votes  that  this  act  may  pass|;  but 
as  I  have  said,  I  have  confidence  in  the 
right.  It  will  prevail,  and  this  question, 
agitated  more  and  more  every  year, nay, 
the  very  action  of  the  majority  in  this 
House  is  doing  and  will  do  more  toward 
driving  this  iniquity  from  our  land  than 
anything  else  that  has  been  done. 

If  the  liquor  men  of  last  year  and  the 
liquor  men  of  this  year  had  acted  in 
good  faith  toward  the  people  concerning 
this  local  option  law,  it  would  not  have 
one  friend  to-day,  where  it  has  ten  in 
this  Commonwealth.  But  their  bad 
faith  has  raised  up  friends  for  it  oa  every 
hand,  and  I  believe  the  day  is  not  far 
distant  when  the  people  of  this  grand 
old  Commonwealth  will  arise  in  their 
might,  and  send  representatives  to  this 
House  who  will  pass  a  law  that  will 
strike  this  system  of  license  from  her 
statute  books,  and  we  will  have  instead 
a  prohibitory  iaw.  The  majority  on  the 
floor  of  this  House  are  unintentionally 
aiding  io  bring  about  this  result,  and  I 
think  the  dawning  of  a  better  day  for 
temperance  is  near  at  hand.  I  might 
bring  forward  many  reasons  why  this 
bill  snould  not  pass,  but  as  I  have  al¬ 
ready  talked  longer  than  I  intended  to 
do,  and  others  desire  to  speak  on  the 
subject,  I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  MORGAN  (Lawrence).  Mr. 
Speaker,  it  is  not  my  intention  to  make 
a  speech  at  this  time,  but  I  do  wish  to 
direct  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a 
fact  or  two  before  this  bill  passes  finally. 
Many  good  and  sufficient  reasons  have 


been  advanced  against  the  repeal  of  the 
local  option  law,  and  very  few  men  have 
had  the  hardihood  to  advocate  openly 
the  repeal  on  this  floor.  I  am  not  sur¬ 
prised,  sir,  that  men  shrink  from  advo¬ 
cating  such  wanton  violation  of  faith, 
and  it  is  hard  for  me  even  now  to  real¬ 
ize  that  aDy  member  of  this  House  will 
record  his  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  an  undisputed  fact 
that  the  repeal  of  the  local  option  law 
outrages  tbe  moral  sentiment  of  the 
Stater  In  this  connection  I  wish  to  call 
especial  attention  to  a  remonstrance 
presented  las';  Friday  by  the  gentleman 
ftom  Beaver  [Mr.  Wendt].  I  refer  to 
tbe  protest  of  the  Beaver  Valley  Presby¬ 
tery  of  the  United  Presbyterian  church. 
This  organization,  as  I  presume,  is  well 
known  as  a  lineal  descendant  of  the 
covenanting  church  of  Scotland,  and 
its  history  is  their  history.  She  has  in 
times  past  maintained  her  integrity  in 
the  face  of  bitter  persecution,  and  has 
furnished  many  holy  martyrs  to  seal 
with  their  blood  her  testimonies— in 
feeling  and  upon  principle  opposed  to 
all  tyranny  and  usurpation  of  power, 
she  gladly  endorsed  the  declaration  of 
American  independence,  and  actively 
aided  in  securing  our  liberties,  and  no 
cla-a  of  citizens  in  our  land  have  done 
more  to  perpetuate  them.  Sir,  these 
people  need  no  eulogy  from  me;  history 
speaks  for  them  ;  intelligent  as  a  class, 
powerful  as  an  organization,  they  are 
entitled  to  a  respectful  hearing  before 
this  or  an?  other  body,  and  the  protest 
of  this  presbytery  is  in  fact  the  voice  of 
many  thousands  of  the  Christian  people 
of  this  Commonwealth,  and  it  means,  I 
think,  sir,  that  all  the  Christian  people 
of  the  State  have  determined  hereafter 
to  use  their  influence  in  the  State  as 
well  as  in  the  family  and  the  church. 

Mr.  GAFFEY.  I  call  the  previous 
question. 

Mr.  WOLFE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would 
like  to  say  a  few  words. 

Cries  of  no !  no ! 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  The  gentleman, 
has  been  absent  on  account  of  sickness 
and  has  not  had  an  opportunity  to  ex- 
p  ress  himself  with  reference  to  this  bill. 
I  hope  the  House  will  grant  him  leave. 

Cries  of  no!  no ! 

Mr.  REIGHaRD.  I  move  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Union  [WoiiFE]  have  ten. 
minutes  allowed  him. 

Mr.  TALLEY,  I  second  the  motion. 

Cries  of  no!  no ! 

Mr,  WOLFE.  I  will  not  ask  to  force 
my  views  on  tbe  members  of  this  House, 
I  think  with  Macbeth,  6!if  it  is  done. 


when  ’n'p  done,  t’were  well  t’were  done 
quick  iy  ” 

Mr.  NISLEY.  Mr.  Fpesker,  I  ri  e 
to  a.  que&tion  of  privilege.  1  was  una¬ 
voidably  absent  when  this  bill  passed 
through  its  preliminary  stapes,  and  now 
I  desire  to  make  a  few  remarks  before 
its  final  passage.  But,  sir,  if  I  am  to  be 
denied  tnis  privilege  under  thearbitrary 
call  for  the  previous  question,  I  ask  the 
unanimous  consent  of  this  House  to 
grant  me  the  only  course  left,  permis¬ 
sion  to  have  tnem  printed  upon  the 
Record. 

On  motion,  leave  was  granted. 

Mr.  BILLINGSLEY.  Ia&kthesame 
privilege 

On  n  otion,  leave  was  granted. 

Mr.  MORUaN  (Lawr-nct).  1  ask  the 
sane  privilege. 

On  moth  n,  leave  was  granted. 

Mr.  IS'IEWaKT.  I  ask  the  same 
privilege. 

On  motion,  leave  v/as  granted. 

Mr.  MITCBELL.  I  simply  call  the 
attention  of  the  Hcuse  to  the  rule  on 
this  subject  which  permits  every  gentle¬ 
man  to  give  his  reasons  in  writing  and 
print  them  on  the  Record.  Every  gen¬ 
tleman  has  that  right  under  the  rule. 

Mr.  AGNEW.  I  ask  the  same  privi¬ 
lege. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  has 
that  privilege  under  the  rule. 

Mr.  JACK  SON.  I  ask  consent  to  in- 
troduc  e  a  petition  or  two  on  this  subject 
— they  reached  me  only  this  morniDg 
and  J  Hhvc  not  had  earlier  oppoitunity. 

1  he  question  being, 

,  "W in  iht  House  grant  1(  ave  ? 

It  was  not  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BROWN  (Erie).  I  want  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Hcuse  to  the  single 
fact  that  the  other  side  itfuse  upon  the 
passage  of  an  act  of  this  ehaiacter,  to 
Jisten  to  »  petition  on  the  sul  jeet. 

Mir.  FAUNOE.  The  previous  ques- 
$:on  having  Leen  ordered,  the  gentleman 
rom  Eri* - 

Mr.  BBOWN  (Erie).  I  have  done. 

‘[UFA SONS  FOK  VOTES. 

Y  -fr.  N1S1EY.  Mr.  Speaker,  my  ab¬ 
sence  iuniihe  B*>use  w  hen  this  hill  w  as 
passed  upon,  at  the  si  ssions  of  Wednes¬ 
day  nightand  Thursday  morning  of  iast 
week,  was  net  from  my  own  choice,  but 
from  cm  nmstances  over  which  I  had 
no  conttol.  II  bad  no  disposition  to 
shirk  try  responsibility  ;  and  regarding 
the  vote  upon  the  final  passageof  a  bill  as 
the  ttue  test,  where  a  failure  to  be  pres¬ 
ent  might  beconstrued  as  evidence  of  an 
tention  to  evade  the  vote,  J^am  now 


ready  to  meet  this  question.  And  I  beg 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  for  a  few 
moments  while  T  present  my  views  in 
relation  to  it.  I  am  well  aware,  sir, 
tbatnotbing  can  be  taid  that  will  change 
the  determination  of  this  Hcuse  to  re¬ 
peal  what  is  known  as  the  local  option 
law. 

The  vote  upon  the  first  and  second 
reading  of  the  bill  foreshadowed  this 
beyond  even  the  possibility  of  a  doubt. 
Yet,  sir,  I  am  of  the  opinion,  that  if  the 
members  upon  this  fioor  were  permitted 
tocabt  their  vote  in  accot  dance  with  the 
dictates  of  their  ow  n  consciences,  and 
their  convictions  of  light  and  justice, 
free  from  all  instructions  and  a  way  from 
the  extraertiinary  pressure  brought  to 
bear  upon  them,  the  result  would  be 
entirely  different. 

1  believe  that  a  majority  would  regard 
this  question  as  one  rhat  could  with 
perfect  propriety,  and  should  in  the  ful¬ 
fillment  of  a  solemn  comgact,be  entrust¬ 
ed  to  tLe  people  to  decide  and  deter¬ 
mine. 

I  question  the  right  of  the  Legis  ature 
totane  away  that  prerogative  from  them, 
after  having  guaranteed  the  privilege  of 
a  fair  trial  for  at  least  the  term  of  three 
years,  by  the  passage  of  the  act  which, 
it  appears,  the  majority  of  this  Hcuse 
are  now  ^disposed  so  summarily  to  re¬ 
peal. 

My  object  at  this  time  is  to  say  a  few 
words  in  explanation  of  the  vote  I  shall 
have  recorded  upon  the  final  passage  of 
the  bill,  and  the  position  I  occupy  in 
reference  to  it. 

Two  years  ago,  when  the  people  of  the 
several  cities  and  counties  were  afforded 
an  opjortunity  of  giving  expression  to 
their  viewBasto  whether  licenses  should 
or  should  not  be  granted  within  the 
limits  of  their  respective  localities,  the 
county  I  have  the  honor  in  part  to  rep¬ 
resent  voted  in  favor  of  license  by  a  ma- 
jority  of  about  twelve  hundred. 

At  the  ensuing  election  for  represent¬ 
ative,  alter  a  bitter  and  exciting  contest, 
tw  o  gentlemen  were  chosen  to  represent 
the  people  of  the  county  of  Dauphin. 
And,  sir,  they  were  elided  notwith¬ 
standing  the  fact  that  the  persons  nomi- 
natsd  in  opposition  to  them  were  placed 
upon  a  platform  pledged  to  use  ail  hon¬ 
orable  mtane  to  secure  the  repeal  of  this 
same  local  option  law. 

During  the  session  cf  1871  an  effort  to 
secure  repeal  was  made,  and  these  two 
gentlemen  (as  many  of  the  members 
now  prese nt  w  ill  remember)  voted  stead¬ 
ily  against  tepeal. 

,  Under  the  provisions  of'tfce  new  Con- 
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•stitution  it  became  necessary  to  divide 
the  county  of  Dauphin  into  two  legisla¬ 
tive  districts.  The  first  district  compris¬ 
ing  the  city  of  Harrisburg,  entitled  to 
one  representative,  and  the  remaining 
■portion  of  the  coanty  the  second  dis¬ 
trict,  with  two  representatives. 

At  the  election  of  last  November  my 
colleague,  Mr.  Fortenbaugh,  who  dur¬ 
ing  the  session  of  last  year  had  opposed 
the  repeal  of  the  law  by  his  influence 
and  vote,  was  again  brought  directly 
before  the  people  and  was  re  elected  by 
a  large  maj  >rity.  And,  sir,  by  that  por¬ 
tion  of  the  county  comprising  the  sec¬ 
ond  le -islabve  district  which  had  given 
almost  the  entire  majority  of  twelve 
hundred  against  local  option. 

The  other  gentleman  was  not  re¬ 
turned,  but  from  no  other  cause  than 
the  fact  of  having  changed  his  residence 
from  one  district  iato  another,  thus 
rendering  himself  ineligible  in  either. 
Nothing  but  the  constitutional  prohi¬ 
bition  debarred  him  from  occupying  the 
seat  that  has  been  assigned  to  me. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  cannot  do  other¬ 
wise  than  accept  this  as  an  indication 
that  the  people  of  my  county  are  per¬ 
fectly  willing  and  content  to  leave  this 
■law  undisturbed,  an  1  give  it  the  benefit 
of  a  fair  trial  for  at  least  the  term  of 
years  specified  in  its  provisions,  re3ervr 
ing  to  Chem3elve3  the  right  and  the 
privilege  to  say  whether  it  has  proven 
itself  a  measure  of  reform  or  not. 

I  occupy  a  position  upon  this  floor  en¬ 
tirely  free  and  untrammeled  so  far  as 
promises  or  pledges  to  either  the  friends 
or  foes  of  this  bill  are  concerned,  and  in 
view  of  the  faet3  stated  I  feel  myself  at 
liberty  to  cast  my  vote  according  to  my 
own  convictions  of  j  ustice  and  of  duty. 

I  am  willing  to  concede  that  a  represen¬ 
tative  should  pay  proper  respect  to  the 
wishes  of  his  constituents,  when  theyare 
clearly  and  uumistakeably  expressed, 
and  no  subsequent  action  ha.3  been  had 
that  would  indicate  a  change  of  public 
sentiment  in  reference  to  a  question  at  is¬ 
sue  ;  and  I  Ut-sire  to  say  here  that  should 
this  bill  fail  to  become  a  la  w  at  this  session , 
and  the  people  of  my  district  again  have 
an  opportunity  to  express  their  views 
through  the  ballot  in  regard  to  it  before 
the  expiration  of  my  term  of  office,  I 
shall  consider  it  my  duty  to  vote  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  expressed  will  of  the 
majority,  or  to  return  to  the  people  the 
trust  they  have  confided  to  me. 

I  have  no  harsh  or  unkind  remarks  to 
make  about  the  gentlemen  who  have 
■chosen  to  invest  their  capital  in  this 
business.  I  know  many  of  my*con3tit- 


uents  to  be  estimable  and  law  abiding 
citizens.  I  yield  to  them  the  right  to 
differ  with  me  in  this  respect.  if  the 
friends  of  the  bill  now  before  th9  House 
had  manifested  a  disposition  to  yield 
something  to  those  who  differ  from 
them,  by  preparing  a  stringent  and 
wholesome  license  la  w  to  t  ak9  the  place  of 
the  old  and  unsatisfactory  one,  my  views 
might  possibly  have  undergone  a  modifi¬ 
cation.  But,  sir,  when  a  sweeping  re¬ 
peal  is  to  be  forced  upon  03  without  the 
least  eff  >rt  made  to  ward  auy  reform,  I 
am  inclined  to  think  the  day  is  not  far 
distant  when  members  will  regret  the 
taking  of  any  such  step,  and  I  am  com¬ 
pelled  to  enter  my  solemn  protest 
against  it.  I  shall  vote  agunst  the  re¬ 
peal.  j 

Mr.  STEWAR  f.  Mr.  Speaker,  with 
all  the  pleading  and  clamoring  for 
repeal  of  the  local  option  law,  the  advo¬ 
cates  of  repeal  have  produced  not  a 
single  argument  in  its  favor,  and  judg¬ 
ing  from  the  proceedings  thus  far  in 
relation  to  this  bill,  I  have  no  doubt 
that  now  when  on  its  final  passage  a 
majority  of  the  members  of  this  House 
will  vote  in  its  favor,  even  though  not  a 
solitary  argument  be  advanced  or  a 
single  reason  be  given  in  support  of 
such  action.  What,  sir,  Mill  be  tbe  con¬ 
clusion  of  a  large  class  of  moral,  intelli¬ 
gent  and  influential  people  in  this 
Commonwealth  who  are  justly  and 
properly  opposed  to  this  mea-ure  when 
the  history  of  thi3  legislation,  unprece¬ 
dented,  unwarranted  and  uncalled  for, 
becomes  known  to  them?  Gentlemen, 
yon  who  are  favoriDg  a  repeal  of  this 
law  without  regard  to  the  sacred  rights 
of  the  best  class  of  onr  citizens  who  have 
so  earnestly  protested  against  its  repeal, 
ought  in  justice  to  all  concerned  to  let 
the  public  and  your  constituents  know 
how  you  justify  yourselves  in  supporting 
a  bill  that  will  have  the  effect  to  reopen 
hundreds  and  thousands  of  rum  shops, 
that  by  a  vote  of  the  people  in  aecord- 
with  the  provision  of  the  local  option 
law  are  now  compelled  to  be  closed. 
Why  is  it,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  friends 
of  repeal  are  unwilling  10  debate  this 
question? 

Ab,  sir !  The  position  they  have 
taken  cannot  besupported  by  argument. 
Tnere  is  no  good  reason  for  reoealing 
this  la  w  ;  there  can  be  none  ;  you  know 
this;  and  the  people,  whether  in  favor 
or  opposed  to  repeal,  know  it;  but  you 
gentlemen  who  support  this  bill  by  your 
votes,  alone  are  responsible  for  the  de¬ 
moralizing  and  soul-destroying  in« 
fluenc33jthatjwill’be;certain  to  follow  a 


repeal  of  the  local  option  law.  The  en¬ 
actment  of  this  law,  although  more 
earnestly  advocated  by  the  friends  of 
temperance,  was  enacted  in  the  inter¬ 
est  of  every  class  and  certainly  met  with 
the  appropriation  of  many  people  in 
every  county  and  city  of  the  State. 
"Will  there  not  be  time  enough  to  repeal 
this  law  when  it  is  demanded  by  others 
than  those  who  are  interested  in  the 
sale  of  intoxicating  beverages?  Why 
should  we  not  heed  the  warning  that 
comes  to  us  from  so  many  thousands  of 
petitioners  from  all  parts  of  the  State 
protesting  against  its  repeal  ? 

Mr.  EDGE.  Mr,  Speaker.  I  am  un¬ 
able  to  see  the  necessity  for  the  appar¬ 
ent  hot  haste  of  the  Committee  on  Vice 
and  Immorality  in  reporting  this  bill 
before  scarce  any  petitions  came  from 
the  peopie  interested.  Bine©  their  ac¬ 
tion,  remonstrances  from  many  thou¬ 
sands  of  citizens  of  those  counties  refus 
ing  JieehisS  have  been  presented  to  this 
House.  The  popular  vote  two  years  ago 
was  very  emphatic  in  many  of  those 
counties.  It  must  be  remembered  that 
-in  that  vote  a  large  majority  of  our  citi¬ 
zens  did  not  ana  could  not  have  any 
fhey  were  the  parties  most 
•deeply  interested  in  the  question.  I 
allude  to  the  minors  and  females.  By 
the  census  of  1S70  Pennsylvania  con¬ 
tained  three  million  five  hundred  and 
twenty-two  thousand  inhabitants. 

Of  these  there  were  minors,  2,065,000 
Of  these  there  were  adults  and 
females,  776,345 


Total,  2,841,345 

Now,  it  is  safe  to  assert  that  nine- 
temths  of  these  are  opposed  to  the  sale 
of  intoxicants,  as  such,  making  of  this 
class,  2,557,000 

Add  to  these  on6-half  of  the 
males  over  twenty  one  years,  340,000 

And  we  have  in  round  numbers 
opposed  to  license,  2.897,000 

Or  nearly  five-sixths  of  the  whole  peo¬ 
ple  opposed  to  this  repeal. 

Both  sides  of  this  question  has  been 
under  trial  side  by  side  for  two  years, 
under  great  disadvantage,  I  admit,  for 
the  no  license  side  of  the  question, 
caused  by  the  facilities  of  getting  sup¬ 
plies  from  adjoining  ’Counties  where 
license  was  obtained.  But  in  spite  of 
this  unequal  contest,  the  result  of  only 
a  partial  enforcement  of  the  law  in  the 
county  I  have  the  honor  in  part  to  rep¬ 
resent  iB  so  marked,  and  the  stamping 
Ht  of  the  custom  of  social  drinking  so 
oAectual,  that  the  citizens  of  that  county 


would  fd-day  vote  by  a  largely  increase' 
majority  to  sustain  the  law.  The  effect 
on  society  is  shown  in  part  by  the 
statistics  of  the  county  prison,  compar¬ 
ing  the  year  preceding  with  the  first  ' 
and  second  year  of  the  local  option  rule. 

I  have  the  facte  and  figures  here  affirm¬ 
ed  to  before  a  justice  of  the  peace,  and 
embodied  in  the  remonstrance  which 
has  been  signed  by  thousands  of  our 
best  citizens : 

To  the  Honorable  the  Senate  and  House 

of  Representatives  of  the  Common¬ 
wealth  of  Pennsylvania  : 

The  subscribers,  citizens  of  Chester 
county,  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania, 
would  respectfully  represent  that  peti¬ 
tions  are  being  prepared  to  be  presented 
to  your  honorable  body,  asking  for  the 
repeal  of  the  local  option  law  ;  but  we. 
would  most  earnestly  remonstrate* 
against  the  repeal  of  the  said  law,  be¬ 
cause  hEimkenness  and  disorderly  con¬ 
duct  have  beengre^7  diminished  since 
its  enforcement,  as  the  folb?'w^EP!  prison 
statistics  wilJ  show: 

From  the  first  day  of  April,  1S72,  to 
the  first  day  of  April,  1873  (the  last  year 
under  the  license  law),  there  were  com¬ 
mitted  to  our  county  prison  for  drunk¬ 
enness  and  disorderly  conduct,  two 
hundred  and  one.  From  the  first  of 
April  1873,  to  the  first  of  April,  1874,  the 
first  year  under  the  “local  option  law,” 
there  were  committed  for  the  same  of¬ 
fenses,  eighty-three.  From  April  first.. 
1874,  to  January  first,  1875,  nine  months 
of  the  second  year  under  the  present 
law,  there  were  forty  commitments 
for  drunkenness  and  disorderly  cond  net. 
For  the  corresponding  nine  months  of 
the  first  year  under  “local  option  law,”' 
there  were  seventy;  a  difference  of  thir¬ 
ty,  showing  the  continued  improvement 
under  the  present  law,  while  during  the 
corresponding  nine  months  of  the  last 
year  of  “license  law,”  there  were  one 
hundred  and  seventy-one  commitments, 
showing  the  commitments  in  the  last 
nine  months  to  be  less  than  one-fourth, 
of  the  number  made  during  the  last  nine, 
months  under  the  old  “license  law.” 

I  have  this  day,  January  23d,  1875, 
examined  the  dockets  of  entries,  of 
cases  of  drunkenness  and  disorderly 
conduct,  of  the  prison  of  Chester  county, 
and  certify  that  the  foregoiDg  statement 
is  correct. 

Wiilliam  Whitehead, 

J ustice  of  the  Peace. 

I  have  this  23d  day  of  January,  1875, 
examined  the  prison  record  of  the  Ches- 


ter  county  prison,  and  find  the  written 
etatement  to  be  correct. 

W.  Hagerty,  Warden. 

Bow,  if  such  result  has  followed  a 
partial  operation,  what  may  we  expect 
from  its  continued  and  general  opera¬ 
tion?  I  challenge  the  representatives  of 
any  county  in  the  State'  where  licenses 
ars  granted  to  bring  out  a  showing  like 
this,  or,  indeed,  to  show  us  that  there 
has  been  any  decrease  of  crime  and 
drunkenness  in  their  midst.  I  chal¬ 
lenge  the  Committee  on  Vice  and  Im¬ 
morality  to  furnish  us  with  one  goo  I 
and  valid  reason  for  their  action.  That 
committee  are  charged  with  the  ques¬ 
tions  bearing  on  the  moral  welfare  of 
our  people.  They  have  forced  on  this 
House  a  measure  that  in  effect  will  open 
wide  the  floodgates  of  vice  and  immor¬ 
ality  and  crime  on  an  unwilling  and 
defenseless  people.  With  them  be  the 
responsibility.  Nor  can  they  point  to 
xme  benefit,  great  or  small,  to  the  State 
or  its  people,  growing  out  of  this  repeal. 
The  majority  of  this  House  have  not 
attempted  to  do  so.  They  oppose  num¬ 
bers  to  arguments ;  party  expedients  to 
the  good  of  the  masses. 

On  the  other  side,  let  me  say,  that  the 
mind  does  not  exist  that  can  paint  with 
words  the  endless  chain  of  evils  result¬ 
ing  from  this  traffic  in  intoxicants.  In 
our  insane  hospitals,  our  prisons,  our 
charity  hospitals,  in  the  abodes  of  pov¬ 
erty  and  disease, in  our  dens  of  pollution 
and  shame,  will  be  found  the  certs  for 
each  a  history.  Not  in  those  of  to  day 
only,  but  running  back  beyond  the 
memory  of  man. 

More  than  this,  I  assert  that  there  is 
not  a  family  or  fireside  circle  in  this 
State  or  in  this  broad  land,  into  which 
these  words  of  ours  may  go,  but  that 
there  they  will  call  up  the  sad  memory 
of  some  vacant  places  in  that  circle, 
made  so  by  this  demon  of  rum.  There 
is  not  a  city  of  the  dead,  however  proud 
or  humble,  in  this  broad  land  but  has 
its  scores  and  hundreds  of  graves  in 
which  have  gone  down  its  wretched  vic¬ 
tims.  And  yet  a  majority  of  this  House 
cannot  wait  the  regular  order  of  business 
to  perfect  their  resolution  to  force  on  an 
unwilling  people  this  most-  of  ail  bad 
laws, and  fasten  on  them  and  their  chil¬ 
dren  the  vices  and  the  wreck  of  family, 
of  fortune  and  of  a  future  of  happiness 
that  too  surely  comes  as  its  sad  'legacy. 
Well  has  the  poet  Pierpont  summed  up 
the  power  and  privilege  granted  in  this 
license  system — a  system  for  which  I 
can  find  no  warrant  in  our  Constitution 
and  bill  of  rights,  giving  as  it  does  to  a 


chosen  class  grants  and  powers  withheld 
from  all  other  citizens. 

WHAT  LICENSE  MEANS. 

BY  JOHN  PIERPONT. 

Licensed— to  make  the  strong  man 
weak ; 

Licensed— to  lay  the  wise  man  low  ; 
Licensed — a  wife’s  fond  heart  to  break, 
And  make  her  children’s  tears  to  flow. 

Licensed — to  do  thy  neighbor  harm  ; 

Licensed — to  kindle  hate  and  strife ; 
Licensed  to  nerve  the  robber's  arm ; 
Licensed — to  whet  the  murderer’s 
knife. 

Licensed— thy  neighbor’s purseto  drain, 
And  rob  him  of  his  very  last ; 
Licensed — to  heat  his  feverish  brain, 
Till  madness  crown  tby  work  at  last. 

Licensed — like  a  spider  for  a  fly, 

To  spread  thy  nets  for  man,  thy  prey; 
To  mock  his  struggle,  suck  him  dry, 
Then  cast  the  worthless  hulk  away. 

Licensed — where  peace  and  quiet  dwell, 
To  bring  disease,  and  want  and  woe; 
Licensed— to  make  this  world  a  hell, 
And  fit  man  for  a  hell  bslow. 

Mr.  STECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  voting 
ano”  on  bill  repealing  the  so-called 
local  option  law,  I  desire  to  give  the  fol¬ 
lowing  as  my  reasons  for  doing  so:  It 
is  admitted  by  all  parties  that  if  this 
bill  passes  the  liquor  traffic  will  be  reg¬ 
ulated  by  the  license  laws  as  they  exist¬ 
ed  before  the  passage  of  the  so-called 
local  option  law.  These  laws  have 
proved  failures  in  suppressing  illegiti¬ 
mate  trade,  sad  believing  as  I  do  that 
my  constituents  favor  the  enactment  of 
more  stringent  license  laws  before  this 
bill  is  repealed,  I  cannot  vote  for  this 
measure.  But  in  doing  so  I  do  not  wish 
to  be  understood  as  being  opposed  to 
such  license  lawsss  will  do  away  with 
dramshops  and  houses  licensed  as  hotels, 
which  have  insufficient  accommoda¬ 
tions,  and  if  th.ere  were  any  reasonable 
prospect  of  such  laws  being  passed  I 
might  be  induced  to  vote  otherwise. 

Mr.  BILLINGSLEY.  Mr.  Speaker, 

I  have  no  disposition  to  take  up  the  time 
of  this  House  in  resisting  the  passage  of 
this  bill,  but  I  ask  the  indulgence  of  the 
House  before  this  vote  is  taken  to  say  a 
word  in  regard  to  my  vote  against  the 
repeal  of  the  local  option  law.  In  1S72 
the  Legislature  was  petitioned  by  over 
half  a  million  of  people  of  this  Common¬ 
wealth  to  pass  a  law  allowing  the  voters 
to  decide  the  question  of  lioense  or  no 
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icenke  in  the  sevtrai  (ounlies  of  the 
State.  The  law  wag  passed  and  the 
•question  was  submitted  to  the  people 
and  forty -two  counties  cast  a  majority 
vote  aeaiu*t  the  aeliicg  of1  intoxicating 
liquors.  The  people  of  Washington 
•county  gave  a  m*j  >ri*y  of  over  nineteen 
hundred  against  Ueejjae.  This  being  the 
oes  1  feel  myself  fully  instructed  upou 
thi  question,  and  well  satisfied  that  I 
am  voting  the  sentiments  of  a  very 
large  majority  of4 (he  people  of  Wash¬ 
ington  county  ip  votiog  against  the  re¬ 
peal  of  tin's  law.  The  perseverance  of 
the  people  and  the  untiring  energy 
manifested  by  the  fiends  of  this  meas¬ 
ure  in  securing  an  expression  of  the 
people  for  and  against  license,  the  good 
faith  in  which  it  was  received  and  ac- 
e  ted  as  a  final  settlement  of  this  ques¬ 
tion  for  three  y  ears.  Itoked  upou  as  a 
f  r,  just  and  honorable  law. by  all  men, 
should  certainly  be  an  argument  against 
its  repeal  until  the  people  should  have 
another  opportunity  of  giving  kn  ex¬ 
pression  through  the  ballot  box  bs  to 
whether  they  desire  the  repeal  of  the 
law  or  cot.  Relieving,  sir,  that  it  is  the 
wish  and  desire  of  a  large  majority  of 
my  constituents,  I  shall  vote  ag  dust  the 
bill  now  before  this  House. 

Mr.  AGNEW.  '  Mr.  Speaker,  my 
name  was  not  recorded  as  voting  on  the 
first  reading  of  this  bill,  I  now  desire 
that  my  vote  be  recorded  “aye.”  I  vote 
for  the  repeal  of  the  local  opiion  law, 
because  I  have  always  considered  it  a 
failure.  I  voted  against  it  in  my  own 
county,  and  so  far  as  I  have  witnessed 
its  operations  in  localities  where  it  has 
been  adopted  it  has  failed  to  bring  about 
the  result  that  was  claimed  for  it.  I  am 
not  obliged  to  vote  against  my  convic¬ 
tions  of  right  on  this  question,  and  I 
deny  the  charges  of  the  gentlemen  op¬ 
posed  to  the  repeal  made  in  their  vari¬ 
ous  speeches  on  this  floor,  that  the 
friends  of  the  repeal  cannot  be  friends  of 
temperance,  morality,  law  and  order. 
Members  who  are  as  good  temperance 
men  as  any  member  of  this  House  vote 
honestly  for  the  repeal,  and  as  good 
temperance  men  as 'can  be  fo  ind  in  the 
Com  moo  wealth,  some  of  whom  voted 
for  its  adoption  ia  their  own  localities, 
acknowledge  that  it  is  a  failure,  and 
now  ask  that  it  be  repealed.  I  cannot 
vote  to  suspend  the  rules  at  this  time; 
too  much  time  has  already  been  con¬ 
sumed  in  useless  debate  and  in  making 
temperance  speeches  on  ibis  question.  I 
am  in  favor  of  having  it  come  up  in  reg¬ 
ular  order,  and  meeting,  as  we  must 
meet,  it  square,  when  I  w.U  vote  as  I 


have  voted  for  this  hill  repealing  it. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  the 
provisions  of  this  bill  we  are  called  upon 
10  repeal  the  act  of  March  27,  1ST 2,  and 
the  supplement  thereto,  commonly 
known  ns  the  local  option  law.  Repre¬ 
senting  as  I  do  a  county  which  gave  a 
very  decided  majority  in  favor  of  the 
Jaw  referred  to,  1  feel  it  my  duty  to  say 
a  few  wo  ds  in  explanation  of  my  vote 
in  sustaining  the  r-’peal  of  the  same, 
and  in  vindication  of  my  course  upou 
this  subject. 

There  is  uo  member  of  this  House  who 
place*  a  higher  estimate  upou  morality 
than  I  do,  and  for  this  reason  I  have 
always  countenanced  every  project 
which  has  for  its  object  the  advance¬ 
ment  of  the  interests  of  the  masses  in 
this  particular,  but  I  am  of  the  opinion 
that  local  option  is  not  what  the  people 
of  my  county  desire,  and  it  is  not  doing 
the  work  originally  d- signed  by  those 
who  supported  it,  and  T  shall  therefore 
vote  for  its  repeal,  with  the  hope  that 
all  laws  regulating  the  sale  of  spirituous, 
vinous,  malt  or  brewed  liquors  will  b* 
enforced,  so  that  we  may  bo  protected 
against  the  violations  of  th  same,  and 
thereby  have  no  reason  to  'egret  our 
actions  ia  taking  the  position  that  we 
r‘o.  I  had  (bought,  that  the  present 
Legislature  would  have  given  us  a  li¬ 
cense  law  which  would  have  been  a 
credit  to  the  people  of  the  Comm  >n- 
wealth  and  a  vast  improvement  to  the 
present  law,  but  it  seems  this  body  pre¬ 
ferred  to  take  a  different  view  upon  this 
subject,  and  I  now  hope  that  this  bill 
will  pass,  and  that  we  may  be  permitted 
to  live  under  laws  regulating  rhe  sale  of 
fiquojs,  which  every  person  will  be 
bound  to  rtspect. 

Men  violate  the  present  law  with  im¬ 
punity,  becau-e  t.ht-y  allege  that  they 
are  deprived  of  their  just  rights,  and 
you  know,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  it  is  the 
spirit  of  the  American  people  to  resist 
any  encroachment  of  tin  ir  liberties,  and 
we  cannot  provide  a  remedy  for  this, 
even  though  our  moral  communities 
should  suffer  thereby.  Spirituous  and 
malt  liquors  will  be  sold  and  drank  as 
long  as  they  are  manufactured  and  the 
people  can  get  them,  and  the  sooner  we 
all  realize  this  fact  the  better.  It  is 
nonsense  for  us  to  talk  about  curtailing 
the  sale  of  it  as  long  as  it  is  in  the  coun¬ 
try,  and  the  only  thing  that  we  possibly 
can  do  is  to  prescribe  penalties  for 
the  unlawful  sale  of  it,  and  bring 
the  offenders  to  speedy  justice,  and  if 
the  temperance  people  were  as  zealous 
in  bringing  the  violators  of  our  license 


laws  to  justice  as  they  are  in  deiending 
the  local  option  taw,  which  has  proven 
to  be  inoperative,  they  might  do  some 
good.  There  is  uo  law  on  our  statute 
books  allowing  any  man  to  sell  to  per¬ 
sons  of  known  iutemperate  habits,  on 
Sunday,  or  to  minors,  and  yet  these 
violations  of  the  law  are  the  principal 
features  of  its  oppo-ition.  There  is  no 
man  in  this  Commonwealth  who  would 
go  farther  in  assisting  to  puuish  every 
individual  who  will  sell  to  persons  ex¬ 
cluded  by  the  provisions  of  our  license 
laws,  and  the  only  reason  in  the  world 
that  the  laws  have  been  assailed  and  all 
this  trouble  brought  upon  us,  is  that  the 
people  have  lacked  the  nerve  to  go  be¬ 
fore  a  magistrate  and  make  the  neees88* 
ry  information,  which  ^would  lead  to 
the  arrest  of  ail  violators  of  the  law. 

Mr.  Rpeuker,  in  taking  the  position 
that  I  do  on  this  question,  Ido  not  wish 
to  be  understood  as  being  in  favnr  of 
opening  up  all  the  avenues  and  flood¬ 
gates  of  vice  and  immorality,  and  there¬ 
by  allow  crime  and  misery  to  run  un¬ 
curbed  and  unrestricted  all  over  this 
great  Commonwealth.  No,  sir,  far  from 
it;  I  have  seen  enough  of  the  miseries 
entailed  upon  the  people  by  the  indis¬ 
criminate  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors,  to 
impress  me  with  the  idea  that  ic  is  our 
dusy  to  protect  the  people  against  the 
violation  of  law  in  this  respect.  I  am 
opposed  to  the  local  option  law,  for  the 
reason  that  I  am  aware  that  our  people 
are  not  as  well  protected  by  its  provi¬ 
sions  as  we  were  under  the  laws  exist¬ 
ing  prior  to  its  pass ’ge,  and  if  men  are 
determined  to  drink.  I  hold  that  they 
should  do  so  under  a  la  w  which  can  and 
will  be  enforced. 

Intoxicating  liquors  are  being  sold 
and  drank  to  day  in  violation  of  ail  law, 
and  tbe  State  is  receiving  no  revenue 
therefrom,  and  it  is  certainly  more  to  be 
desired  that  the  sale  of  the  article  should 
be  regulated  by  the  pay  mens  of  a  license 
to  the  State  than  to  persist  in  the  traffic 
in  the  absence  of  all  law.  I  have  been 
convinced  long  sgo  that  prohibitory  and 
mandatory  laws  were  inoperative  in 
every  particular.  Take  the  States  of 
Massachusetts  and  Ohio,  in  which  pro¬ 
hibitory  laws  have  existed  for  years, 
and  you  will  find  that  according  to  the 
reports  from  the  most  reliable  sources, 
there  is  as  much  liquor  sold  in  those 
States  to-day  as  there  ever  was  in  the 
days  of  license. 

The  “Journal  of  Commerce,”  which 
is  admitted  by  alt  to  be  good  authority, 
says  that  there  is  more  whisky  sold  in 
the  State  of  Massachusetts  to-dsy  than 


there  was  under  a  license  law. 

I  am  reliably  informed  by  parties  liv¬ 
ing  in  the  local  option  counties,  that 
there  is  almost  as  much  whisky  drank 
to  day  a3  there  was  previous  to  the  pas¬ 
sage  of  the  law. 

There  are  same  counties  of  the  State 
which  always  had  more  drunkenness 
than  others,  and  in  these  localities  the 
drinking  to-day  is  cavried  on  to  a  greater 
extent  than  in  those  counties  which 
drank  less  prior  to  the  passage  of  the 
local  option  act,  aM  ia  consequence  of 
this,  T  am  not  surpris  d  that  certain  in- 
dividvals  from  tho-e  counties  oppose  the 
repeal  of  the  law.  If  they  were  cognizant 
of  the  amount  of  spirituous  and  malt 
liquors  sold  in  some  of  the  counties,  in 
violation  of  law,  they  would  take  a  dif¬ 
ferent  view  of  the  matter,  as  it  is  evi¬ 
dent  to  every  reasonable  man  that  it  is 
better  to  sell  under  the  sanction  of  a 
license  than  to  sell  in  violation  of 
law.  The  friends  of  the  local 
op’ion  law  assert  that  the  law  has  not 
had  a  fair  trial,  and  that  inasmuch  as 
the  peop’e  voted  upon  thequesti  >n  with 
the  understanding  that  it  should  be  the 
law  of  the  respective  counties  for  the 
term  of  three  years.  Tnia  view  of  the 
case  would  be  very  plausible,  providing 
the  la  •»  coul  1  be  carried  into  effect,  and 
the  people  would  respect  if,  but  as  loDg 
as  the  people  in  local  ootion  counties 
will  <Jr  nk,  and  induce  the  venders  of 
liquors  to  sell  to  them,  we  cannot  expect 
auy  good  to  emanate  from  the  present 
law;%and  in  this  connection  I  contend 
that  the  individual  who  will  deliberate¬ 
ly  go  to  a  vender  of  the  ardent,  and  be¬ 
seech  him  to  give  him  a  drink,  is  as  cul¬ 
pable  before  the  law  as  the  man  who 
sells  the  article,  and  whsn  we  see  men 
who  proclaim  to  the  world  that  they 
a-e  uncompromising  local  option  law. 
to  the  bar  of  a  hotel  or  saloon 
d  a-k  for  a  drink  cr  drinks, 
and  probably  become  intoxicated, 
and  assist  in  making  others  in¬ 
toxicated,  we  think  it  is  high  time  that 
a  law  which  is  violated  by  it3  warmest 
supporters  should  be  stricken  off  the 
statute  books.  Our  opinion  of  the  man¬ 
ner  in  which  this  evil  can  be  remedied, 
to  a  certain  extent,  is  to  appeal  to  the 
moral  sensibilities  of  the  people,  and  if 
we  cannot  create  a  reform  in  this  way, 
nothing  short  of  a  total  extermination 
of  the  article  will  be  of  any  effect,  and 
this  can  only  be  done  by  strieking  at 
the  manufacturers  and  importers,  and  I 
have  very  serious  doubts  of  any  reform 
in  this  direction.  Our  duty  is  to  punish 
everyjman  who  will  violate  the  laws  to 


Jbe  strict  letter,  and  with  the  law  on  our 
side  and  the  influences  of  Christianity, 
we  may  ©speet  some  good  to  come  out 
of  Nazareth. 

Every  fair  minded  man  or  woman  in 
this  Commonwealth  would  revolt 
against  the  indiscriminate  sale  of  in¬ 
toxicating  liquors  to  those  who  are  of 
known  intemperate  habits,  or  to  our 
boys  who  are  just  ripening  into  man¬ 
hood  ;  but  the  passage  of  prohibitory 
or  mandatory  laws  wili  cure  this  evil; 
and  the  only  thing  we  can  do  will  be  to 
be  zealous  in  bringing  parties  to  justice 
who  violate  the  law  in  this  particular. 
We  have  had  prohibitory  laws  in  certain 
portions  of  the  country  all  through  the 
ages  of  the  past,  and  I  will  venture  the 
assertion  that  ninety-nine  per  cent,  of 
those  who  reform  do  so  from  their  own 
sense  of  right,  and  not  from  any  influ¬ 
ences  of  a  prohibitory  law  or  a  temper¬ 
ance  pledge.  Men  take  pledges  and 
break  them  daily,  but  when  a  man  re¬ 
frains  from  imbibing  in  spirits  from  a 
sense  of  right,  or  because  he  believes  it 
to  be  morally  and  religiously  wrong  to 
do  bo,  there  is  some  hopes  of  a  reforma¬ 
tion. 

I  strongly  believe  that  drunkenness 
is  on  the  increase,  and  I  attribute  it,  in  a 
certain  degree,  to  the  agitation  ail  over 
the  country.  If  the  friends  of  the  tem¬ 
perance  movement  would  confine  them¬ 
selves  to  a  different  work,  and  endeavor 
to  prepare  the  minds  of  the  people  spir¬ 
itually,  a  great  step  would  be  taken  to 
convert  the  people,  and  if  those  who 
drink  can  be  induced  to  give  up  their 
sinful  practices  sobriety  would  be  a 
natural  consequence.  If  those  minis¬ 
ters- of  the  gospel  who  are  continually 
harangueing  upon  the  temperance  ques¬ 
tion,  and  thereby  causing  nate  and  en¬ 
mity  to  be  engendered  in  the  minds 
of  their  people,  would  confine  them¬ 
selves  to  the  business  of  saving  souls 
through  kindness  and  charity,  I 
.'ui . «-  no  doubt  their  efforts  w  ^uld 
be  o>  -*!:ed  -vi i h  unbounded  uocess 
am;  tbt-ir  labors  with  an  abundant  har¬ 
vest.  It  is  a  self-evi  lent  tru-'h  that  the 
more  ministers  stir  up  strife  and  agitate 
any  question  in  which  a  large  portion 
of  the  people  ar*  interested,  •  kev.  to  a 
certain  extern,  diminish  their  tm  >unt 
of  usefulness  in  the  community,  and  I 
hold  tha  instead  of  joining  the  crusad¬ 
ers  they  should  confine  themselves  to 
preaching  Christ  and  Him  crucified. 
Some  persons  take  occassiou  to  criticise 
the  votes  of  members  of  the  Aseembly, 
for  the  reason  that  they  (the  members; 
are  believers  in  the  work  of  the  Chris- 
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tian  ministry,  and  by  virtue  of  such  be¬ 
lief,  they  should  oppose  all  attempts  to 
repeal  the  local  option  law.  I  hold  that 
a  man’s  belief  in  divine  things  has 
nothing  to  do  with  bis  duty  to  his  con¬ 
stituents.  If  they  desire  him  to  take  a 
position  on  a  question  which  is  outside 
of  a  religious  belief,  it  is  his  duty  to  do  so. 
Church  and  State  should  never  be 
united,  and  a  representative  should 
never  be  he'd  to  an  account  for  any¬ 
thing  he  may  do  in  his  official  capacity. 
The  temperance  element  of  the  State 
see  proper  to  think  that  their  efforts  in 
behalf  of  the  present  law  are  the  best 
for  the  morals  of  the  people,  and  an¬ 
other,  and  a  very  large  class,  take  the 
position  that  the  law  is  inoperative,  and 
should  be  stricken  from  the  statute 
books,  and,  bv  this  means,  the  confu¬ 
sion  and  disorder  in  local  option  coun¬ 
ties  may  be  remedied.  With  the  latter 
class  I  heartily  agree.  One  of  the  most 
eminent  divines  of  this  country  gives 
the  following  as  his  opinion  on  the  sub¬ 
ject: 

“I  would  win  my  fellow  man  from 
the  despotism  of  strong  drink  and  the 
danger  and  disgrace  incident  thereto, 
by  reasoning,  by  moral  influence,  and 
by  kindness,  rather  than  by  any  form 
of  violence.  I  hold  that  preventive 
laws  are  right  in  principle,  and  should 
be  em  ploy ed  whenever  public  sentiment 
is  strong  enough  to  secure  their  execu¬ 
tion  ;  but  at  present  the  tone  of  feeling 
is  so  low  that  I  think  stringent  legisla¬ 
tion  would  fail  of  its  end,  and  so  be 
worse  than  useless." 

The  advocates  of  local  option  law 
told  us,  when  the  law  was  passed  by  the 
Legislature,  that  its  object  was  to  save 
the  young  men  of  the  State,  knowing 
and  believing  that  the  habits  of  those 
advanced  in  years  were  formed  and 
were  not  susceptible  of  reformation. 
From  what  we  know  of  the  workings  of 
the  law,  the  very  object  for  which  it 
was  passed  has  proven  ineffective,  as 
the  young  men  and  boys  are  the  very 
persons  who  are  prostituting  the  law 
and  becoming  the  objects  of  pity,  for 
the  reason  that  they  can  procure  intoxi¬ 
cating  drinks  from  parties  who  are  not 
responsible.  The  agents  of  the  whisky 
traffic  will  tali  you  that  they  sell  more 
of  the  article  in  local  option^  counties 
than  in  license  counties,  and  I  am  posi¬ 
tively  certain  that  they  do  not  care 
whether  the  law  is  repealed  or  not.  For 
the  foregoing  reasons  I  shall  unhesitat¬ 
ingly  vote  for  the  repeal  of  the  law. 

Mr.  LOGAN  (Crawford).  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  I  desire  to  give  some  reasons  why 


vote  in  favor  of  the_  repeal  of  this  law. 
The  county  which  i  have  the  hoDor  to 
represent  is  very  much  divided  by  the 
operation  of  this  law.  Unlike,  perhaps, 
any  other  county  in  the  Commonwealth, 
it  has  two  cities,  which  by  a  large  ma¬ 
jority  rejected  tne  local  option  law, 
while  toe  townships  by  a  small  majori¬ 
ty  adopted  it.  This  denies  all  the  bene¬ 
fits,  if  any  arising  from  the  adoption  of 
the  law,  in  the  county.  As  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors  is  not  diminutive, 
but  only  concentrated  in  the  legalized 
sale  of  liquors  in  the  cities,  from  which 
illegal  and  irresponsible  institutions  are 
supplied  with  all  the  .iquors  that  can  be 
consumed  in  their  respective  localities. 
Now,  sir,  my  recollection  of  the  vote  of 
icy  county  in  the  aggregate  cities  and 
townships,  it  was  opposed  to  the  local 
option  law.  And  I  am  confident  if  the 
vote  could  now  be  taken  in  the  whole 
county,  it  would  repeal  this  law  by  three 
thousand  majority.* 

While  the  county  is  deprived  of  the 
benefit  of  the  revenue  arising  from  the 
license  system,  the  sale  of  liquors  is  not 
preceptibly  diminished.  It  requires  the 
addition  oftenthousand  dollars  annually 
to  be  raised  by  taxation  from  the  people 
P?  the  county.  Now,  sir,  I  would  be  will¬ 
ing  io  make  this  and  greater  sacrifices, 
if  any  good  results  should  follow  by  con¬ 
tinuing  this  law  in  force,  and  I  am  free 
to  say  that  no  personal  interests,  no  pri¬ 
vate  pledges  or  any  other  influence,  but 
an  earnest  and  honest  desire  to  do  what 
I  conceive  to  be  my  duty,  have  guided 
me  in  voting  for  this  repeal, 

Mr.  THOMPSON  (Indiana),  Mr. 
Speaker,  coming  as  I  do  from  a  county 
that  two  years  ago  gave  one  thousand 
majority  in  favor  of  local  option,  and 
believing  as  I  do  if  they  had  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to-day  of  casting  their  votes  for 
or  against  it  the  majority  in  favor  of 
local  opt’on  would  be  largely  increased 
over  that  of  two  years  ago,  and,  Mr. 
Speaker,  were  I  to  permit  the  passage  of 
this  bill  for  the  repeal  of  the  law  to  pan* 
this  House  without  raising  my  feeble 
voice  against  it,  I  would  be  doin*g  injus¬ 
tice  to  my  own  feelings  and  to  that  of 
the  constituency  whieh  l  have  the  hon¬ 
or  in  part  to  represent  on  thie  fleer.  I 
therefore,  Mr.  Speaker,  feel  it  my  duty 
as  well  as  well  as  my  pleasure,  to  use 
whatever  of  influence  I  may  possess  to 
roll  back  if  possible  the  tide  of  crime 
and  wickedness  which  would  sweep 
over  this  Commonwealth  if  this  bill 
were  to  pass. 

The  use  of  intoxicating  drinks,  Mr. 
Speaker, "is  theDead  Sea  in  every  neigh¬ 


borhood”  where  it  is  used,  withering 
the  fairest  vegetation,  and  blighting  the 
choicest  flowers  of  thought,  spreading 
desolation  and  death  whereever  it  ex¬ 
ists, kills  the  individual,  blighting  every 
prospect  he  may  have  In  this  life  or 
the  life  io  come,  wrecks  his  body,  para¬ 
lyzes  his  brain  and  damns  bis  soul,  for 
“no  drunkard  hath  eternal  life  abiding 
him.”  It,  sir,  destroys  the  homes  of  the 
land— those  bulwarks  of  virtue  an.i  i  :os- 
perity  which  are  the  nation7®  only  safe¬ 
guard.  It  makes  no  distinction  on  a  c¬ 
count  of  age,  sex  or  ability. 

The  young  suffer  as  well  as  the  old. 
Your  virtuous  women  become  brutal, 
while  your  men  of  culture  and  refine¬ 
ment  are  brought  low  by  it®  power. 
Like  tall  trees  of  the  fortsr,  these  men 
of  mind,  who  ought  to  have  undr:--  1 
its  seductions,  have  yielded  to  in¬ 
fluence  and  have  come  toppling  -i-»wn 
amid  the  universal  wreck*  Your  Web- 
sters,  your  Douglasses,  your  Yates, 
your  Barries  and  your  Edgar  Allen 
Poes,  even  the  clergyman  of  the  land 
have  felt  its  deadly  grasp.  It  has  con¬ 
trolled  your  politics.  I  have  no  doubt 
some  of  the  gentlemen  who  occupy 
seats  in  this  chamber  to  day  owe  their 
election  to  its  influence.  It  creates  and 
it  kills  Senators,  It  manifests  its  pres¬ 
ence  in  your  laws.  It  makes  and  un¬ 
makes  Governors.  It  has  put  its  slimy 
hands  upon  your  courts  of  justice,  and 
your  judges  obey  its  mandates.  The 
more  than  widowed  wife,  the  more  than 
orphaned  children  —  ye3,  the  poor 
wrecked  drunkard  himself— all  send  up 
their  cry  for  help,  but  your  judges  sleep 
and  your  courts  are  silent.  It  put3  the 
dagger  into  the  hand  of  the  assassin  and 
bids  him  God  speed  in  his  murderous 
work.  It  puts  the  torch  in  the  hand  of 
the  incendiary  and  sends  him  forth  to 
spread  dismay  and  desolation  m  his 
pathway.  It  builds  your  houses  of  ill- 
fame  aid  Ails  them  with  victims  L 
li«is  your  insane  asylums  with  inmate 
a.n-1  your  penitentiaries  with  criminal? 

Not  a  precept  io  the  •  -calogu®  iT  bat* 
not  violated,  not  a  crime  known  toman 
it  has  not  committed,  Ishmaei  like,  i  t 
hand  la  upon  tbe  throat  <  f  every  -eiuzea 
in  the  land  and  ever  o  v.’s  hand  o  gtit 
to  be  against  it.  W Lu!e  we  cere  its 
murderous  work  goe-  on,  and  one 
in  sleep  w«  seem  unconscious  of  the 
elumu  ring  volcano,  which  at  any  mo¬ 
ment  may  burst  upon  us.  it  a  f. .  m  the 
ravages  or  this  fearful  mom  ';sr  ibat  we 
desire  to  escape.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am 
endeavoring  to  present  co  this  .douse  no 
idle  dream  of  a  disordered  imagination; 


here  can  oe  no  exaggeration.  The 
darkest  picture  I  could  present  you 
would  fall  far  short  of  the  truth;  the 
most  expressive  figures  of  spsech  would 
not  reach  the  actual.  There  are  things 
of  which  eve  a  language,  potent  a 
medium  as  it  is,  can  give  no  adequate 
conception.  We  may  say  in  our  ex¬ 
tremity  a3  did  England’s  master  poet: 
If  there  be  uo  other  name  by  which  we 
may  know  thee,  “oh  thou  invisible 
spirit  of  wine,  let  us  call  thee  devil.” 

The  use  of  intoxicating  driok  is  a"pro- 
ducer  of  disease  and  prematura  death. 
To  the  extent  that  it  does  this  it  is  in 
opposition  to  the  principles  of  political 
economy,  and  therefore  should  be  dealt 
with  by  the  law-making  power  of  the 
State.  Wli  atever  debilitates  even,  and 
mostcertainly  whateverdestroys  human 
life,  is  destructi  veof  the  object  of  human 
government,  which  has  for  its  aim  the 
conserviture  of  life  and  morals.  Ale  >hol 
serves  no  good  purpose  in  the  physical 
economy,  but  is  evil  and  inj  urious.  The 
best  informed  and  most  successful  phy¬ 
sicians  of  the  land  have  given  their  tes¬ 
timony  agamst  its  use.  There  is  scarcely 
a  disease  known  to  the  medical  profes¬ 
sion  which  it  do93  not  induce  or  pro¬ 
duce.  Dr.  Trotter  enumerates  twenty- 
eight  diseases  which  arise  from  intoxi¬ 
cating  liquors.  Dr.  Carpenter,  Presileot 
of  the  British  Association,  and  one  of 
the  first  physiologists  of  the  age,  has  ad  d- 
ed  many  more  to  this  list,  and  has 
subdivided  them  into  diseases  of  the 
nervous  system,  of  the  alimentary  canal, 
of  the  liver,  of  the  kindnsys,  of  tne  skin, 
and  general  disorders  of  nutrition.  Dr. 
Alfred  Taylor  calls  alcoholic  intoxica¬ 
tion  chronic  poisoning  and  says  after 
death  morbid  changes  are  discovered  in 
various  organs.  The  liver  i3  especially 
affected  ;  tbi3  organ  ?s  commonly  en¬ 
larged  and  of  a  lighter  color  than  usual. 
It  is  called  the  “nutmeg”  or  drunkard’s 
liver.  It  13  not  unusual  to  find  the  kid¬ 
neys  in  a  state  of  granular  degeneration. 
Alcohol  is  absorbed — it  is  in  the  blood 
and  tissues,  says  Dr.  L,  N.  Davis,  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  Chicago  medieal  college, 
who  has  recently  instituted  a  series  of 
experiments  on  the  effects  of  alcohol 
on  the  circulation,  3  lys  that  it  acts  in  the 
system  exclusively  as  a  foreign  sub¬ 
stance.  incapable  of  assimilation  or  de¬ 
composition  by  the  vital  functions,  and 
is  ultimately  excreted  or  eliminated 
without  chemical  change.  Dr.  Percy 
speaks  of  having  distilled  pure  alcohol 
from  deceased  drunkards’  brain.  Dr. 
Alters,  in  1S53,  gave  an  account  of  the 
examination  of  the  body  of  a  deceased 


drunkard  twenty-one  ^^aro  after  death, 
He  found  the  convolutions  of  the  brain 
of  a  pale  yellow  hqe,  the  cerebral 
ganglia  very  small,  the  brain  smelt  like 
mu  k  and  half  a  drachm  of  recti  led  spir¬ 
its  was  distilled  from  it.  How  could 
there  be  any  sane  action  of  mind  from 
such  a  disordered  brain  ? 

The  plea  is  put  forth  by  the  lovers  of 
a  stimulant  that  it  is  a  tonic  to  the  sys¬ 
tem,  necessary  in  certain  occupations  or 
underspecial  circumstances.  Itis  utterly 
false.  The  evidence  in  favor  cl’  total 
abstinence  and  against  all  dram  drink¬ 
ing  is  very  abundant.  8.  C.  Hall,  edi¬ 
tor  of  the  British  Art  Journal .  says  that 
he  lived  by  the  labor  of  his  brain,  and 
lie  c  )iiid  testify  that  since  he  became  a 
teetotaler  he  had  an  increase  of  intellec¬ 
tual  power,  so  that  whatever  he  sent 
out  to  the  public  never  came  trickling 
through  a  distorted  and  discolored  me¬ 
dium.  As  to  endurance  of  fatigue  he 
could  work  tnree  times  longer  than  ever 
he  could,  while  he  indulged  even  mode¬ 
rately  in  the  use  of  strong  drinks.  Saja 
Dr.  Mosely,  in  his  work  on  Tropical 
Diseases,  I  hav9  even  found  from  my 
knowledge  ani  custom,  as  well  a3  from 
the  eusto  n  and  observations  of  others, 
that  those  who  drank  nothing  but  water 
or  rnske  it  their  particular  drink  are 
but  little  aff-cted  by  the  climate,  and 
can  undergo  th9  greatest  amount  of  fa- 
tigus  without  inconvenience  It  is  a 
fact  well  established  that  the  use  of  in¬ 
toxicating  drinks  is  injurious  to  the 
system. 

It  is  so  reeogniz  id  by  all  the  well  man¬ 
aged  life  insurance  companies  of  the 
land  Producing  disastrous  conse¬ 
quences,  it  prevents  a  man  from  render¬ 
ing  that  service  to  his  family  and  race 
which  he  should,  and  so  far  interferes 
with  the  well  being  of  the  State.  If  we 
have  a  right  to  remove  those  things  that 
militate  against  the  heaPh  of  a  com¬ 
munity,  if  our  quarantine  regulations 
are  the  result  of  good  sense  and  are  not 
tyrannical, if  we  may  declare  these  thing 
nuisances  which  breed  disease  and  re¬ 
move  them,  then  are  we  under  obliga¬ 
tions  for  the  general  health  and  welfare 
of  community,  to  destroy  the  liquor 
traffic  to  the  greatest  extent  possible. 

It  is  alleged,  Hr.  Speaker,  by  the 
friends  of  this  bill,  that  the  local  option 
law  has  proven  a  failure,  which  I  most 
certainly  deny,  and  that  it  should  there¬ 
fore  be  repealed.  They  assert  that  there 
is  more  whisky  used  now  than  there 
was  previous  to  the  passage  of  the  law. 
The  cause  which  they  assign  is  that 
the  whisky  ha3  got  into  bad  hands  and 
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io  oeiLfe  ^cpt  fc»ud  oei*iC  out  by  &ro„ 
class  of  individuals  upon  the  back 
streets  and  alleys,  and  that  local  option 
has  driven  it  from  the  front  streets  and 
respectable  localities  in  our  towns  and 
villages.  They  admit  that  the  present 
law  bas  effected  that  much.  Now,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I,  for  one,  say  for  God's  sake 
let  us  keep  it  there  if  we  can  do  nothing 
more;  Jet  ns  keep  it  out  of  good  society 
and  respectable  localities. 

But  tl  e  friends  of  this  bill  desire  the 
liquor  traffic  made  respectable.  They  li¬ 
cense  respectable  houses  with  their 
painted  windows  aDd  screened  dcors 
on  both  sides  of  our  streets,  to 
entice  our  boys  and  young  men 
to  destruction,  ana  then,  when  the 
demon  of  sppe-tite  has  taken  hold  of 
them  and  the  God  given  will  has  been 
crushed— when  they  are  noiorgersble 
to  govern  themselves,  then  turn  them 
over  to  the  c’uel  mercies  of  the  law. 
Yes,  but  they  ssy,  we  hold  men  respon¬ 
sible  if  they  do  this.  How  hold  men 
responsible.  If  the  druggist  or  physician 
has  administered  poison  to  my  child  and 
killed  him,  must  1  hold  him  responsible? 
Can  he  brirg  back  my  child  sgain— can 
he  cause  the  flush'of  intelligence  to 
beam  upon  that  dead  face  as  it  did  in 
dsys  gone  by  ?  When  the  boy  has  gone 
from  my  household,  when  his  brain  bas 
become  ertzed  with  strong  drink, 
which  would  not  have  betn  done 
had  you  to;  put  your  legal  dram 
shops  upon  the  streets— when  his 
intellect  is  gene,  hi?  purposes  and  pros¬ 
pects  are  all  blasted— can  you  restore 
that  boy  to  me  as  he  was  when  the  blush 
of  isi  ocence  was  upon  his  cheek  ? 
No,  you  cannot — there  is  no  pow¬ 
er  in  Heaven  or  on  earth — 
to  restore  to  me  what  I  have  lost,  and 
make  me  as  I  wts.  Can  a  few  dollars 
which  might  be  obtained  after  a  slug¬ 
gish  process  at  law  compensate  that 
broken-hearted  wife  for  the  sleepless 
hours  she  has  spent,  the  pangs  that  she 
has  suffered,  the  desolation  that  has 
come  over  ter  home,  the  bright  pros¬ 
pect  of  girlhood  wrecked,  a  drunkard's 
nature  and  a  drunkard's  shame  fas'ered 
upon  her  innocent  children.  30U  who 
have  pleasant  homes,  a  faithful  wife 
and  fond  children,  tell  me  for  how 
much  money  would  you  tarter  all  these 
away  ?  Talk  rf  ec  mpensatioD  in  money 
to  such  a  woman  .'  All  the  gold  of  Ophir 
and  the  cattle  upon  a  thousand  hills 
could  not  le  an  equivifsnt;  could  the 
pangs  of  remorse,  “  tierce  as  ten  furies, 
terrible  as  hell,”  be  visited  upon  tbe 
man  who  cculd  do  all  this  wrorgftit 


Wumu  w  no  compensation.  Society  ;n 
such  a  case  is  a  robber;  ic  has  robbeu  me 
of  my  children;  it  has  robbed  me  of  :  n 
affectionate  husband;  it  bas  robbtd 
these  children  of  a  kind  father  and  a 
happy  home;  it  has  robbed  the  State  of 
a  gcod  citizen;  it  bas  lobbed  heaven 
possibly  of  a  glorious  inmate — not  only 
is  the  community  which  w  ill  do  these 
thiDgs  responsible,  bur  we  as  members 
of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Penn¬ 
sylvania  are  responsible  if  we  are  privy 
to  it. 

I  appeal  to  you,  gfntlemcD,  as  you 
love  the  community  in  which  you  live, 
as  yon  love  the  Con. mon wealth  of  which 
you  are  citizens — save  u  from  the  curse 
of  a  legalized  crime.  As  y<  u  love  the 
nation  to  which  you  belong  and  whose 
flag  is  honored  wherevn-  the  sun 
shines — as  you  love  those  things  which 
mafe  e  for  its  peace, virtue  aDd  prosperity, 
as  you  ieve  everything  which  elevates 
and  purifies  man.  CKS 

Now,,  Mr.  Speaker,  who  is  asking  for- 
the  repeal  of  local  option  ?  It  is  not  the 
temperance  element.  Its  workings  is 
not  all  that  they  would  desire,  but  it  is 
much  preferable  to  tie  license  system, 
aud  where  local  option  is  in  force  there 
is  certainly  less  crime,  Mr.  Speaker, 
There  may  be  seme  who  two  years 
ago  voted  ftr  local  cpiion  who 
may  now  oppose  P,  tut  many 
wfco  voted  against  ic  would  now 
vote  for  it  Why  not  give  them  the 
opportunity?  Why  net  wait  another 
year  and  if  injurious  to  tbe  morals  and 
well  being  of  society  Jet  them  say  so  by 
casting  their  votes  against  it  ?  Tbe  local 
option  law  is  a  solemn  compact  between 
the  Legislature  and  the  people  that  the 
question  of  prohibiting  or  p  ermiting  the 
sale  of  intoxicating  drink  should  be  left 
to  a  vo  e  of  tke  people  who  are  in  medi¬ 
ately  interested. 

The  people  have  accepted  this  cur- 
pact,  and  when  but  two  3  ears  of  the 
workings  of  the  law  hss  expi;  ed  it  is  cer¬ 
tainly  unjust  fer  those  w  bo  are  entirely 
in  the  interests  of  the  vhisky  specula¬ 
tors  to  come  here  and  ask  this  Legisla¬ 
ture  to  repeal  it.  We  say  leave  ic  po  a 
vote  of  the  people,  where  it  justly  be¬ 
longs,  and  tbe  friends  of  temperance 
sod  of  humanity  will  abide  thdr  de¬ 
cision. 

Mr.  HUMFOBD.  ridiev  ing  as  I  do 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  rhe  framers 
of  the  law  that  the  peopde  of  this  Corn- 
wealth  et  culd  have  had  the  privilege  of 
voting  sgain  on  the  qufs'ion  of  license 
or  no  license,  and  that  it  Is  a  breach  of 
faith  on  tbe  part  of  this  Legislature  to 
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deprive  them  of  that  privilege,.  I  vote 
“no.” 

Mr.  LONG.  I  oppose  the  passage  of 
the  bill  to  repeal  the  local  option  law 
beause,  first :  Itis  a  violation  of  contract 
made  with  the  people,  to  stand  three 
years. 

Second.  Because  It  re -enacts  sundry 
and  divers  license  laws,  wholly  incon¬ 
sistent  and  incompatible  with  each  other 
and  those  now  in  existence ;  and  In  this 
it  violates  the  provision  of  the  Constitu¬ 
tion,  which  provides  that  to  re-enact  a 
law  it  must  be  printed  at  length,  and  re¬ 
cited  in  the  new  bill. 

Third.  Because  it  leaves  sundry  and 
divers  license  laws  on  the  statute  books 
wholly  unjust  in  themselves,  and  de¬ 
stroys  the  oDly  hope  of  rescinding  them. 
As  a  proof  of  this,  reference  is  made  to 
the  fact  that  in  Allegheny  county  the 
legal  charge  for  a  license  to  sell  liquors 
is  three  hondrea  dollars,  while  in  Phil¬ 
adelphia  it  is  fifty  dollars,  and  in  Lan¬ 
caster  county  it  is  but  twenty-five  dol¬ 
lars. 

Therefore,  favoring  a  just  license  sys¬ 
tem  as  the  only  hope  of  controlling  the 
sale  and  consumption  of  intoxicating 
liquors,  and  believing  the  repeal  of  the 
laws,  known  as  local  option ‘laws,  wi:l 
greatly,  if  not  wholly  prevent  the  passage 
of  such  just  and  equitable  license  laws 
as  I  think  are  Imperatively  demanded, 
I  cast  my  vote  against  the  repeal. 

Mr.  EVEREART.  The  friends  of 
this  bill  are  well  aware  of  the  position  I 
took  from  the  first  day  it  was  intro¬ 
duced.  I  mads  every  effort  with  the 
gentlemen  having  the  bill  in  charge  not 
so  urge  its  passage  until  satisfactory 
amendments  to  the  old  license  law 
could  be  introduced,  and  such  safe¬ 
guards  thrown  around  the  liquor  traffic 
as  seem  necessary  to  the  weii  being  of 
society.  In  this  I  succeeded.  I  am 
charged  with  dodging  the  vote  on  first 
reading  of  the  bill.  This  is  not  true.  I 
made  every  effort  to  get  my  amendment 
la  on  first  reading,  but  failing  to  do  so, 
I  supported  Mr,  Graham's  amend 
naent,  which  was  almost  identical  with 
my  own.  On  the  first  call  I  refused  to 
vote,  for  the  reason  that  I  still  hoped  to 
introduce  my  amendment  on  second 
reading,  which  I  succeeded  In  doing. 
My  object  in  pursuing  this  course  was, 
if  the  local  option  law  is  a  failure,  to 
give  the  people  something  better  in  its 
place  But  my  vote  is  before  my  con¬ 
stituents.  I  ear  willing  to  let  the  peo¬ 
ple  decide, 

Mr,  WI8HART.  Believing  this  bill 


to  be  of  a  local  character  and  not  regu¬ 
larly  advertised,  I  vote  “no,” 

Mr.  M08CRIP.  Wishing  to  vote  on  i 
ail  measures  so  that  my  conduct  may 
be  approved  by  all  respectable,  moral 
and  Christian  people,  rather  than  by 
those  who  are  instrumental  in  further¬ 
ing  on  the  work  of  the  devil,  I  vote 
“no.” 

Mr.  WI8E,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not 
wish  to  say  more  than  a  few  words  on 
the  bill  now  before  us  on  third  reading. 
If  this  evil,  which  is  a  great  one,  is  to  be 
cured  by  this  kind  of  legislation,  is  it 
not  reasonable  to  suppose  that  all  man¬ 
ner  of  evil  under  the  bead  of  vice  and 
immorality  will  claim  the  same  kind  of 
legislation"?  In  all  past  history  this 
kind  of  moral  reform  came  to  naught. 
It  retained  the  form,  but  lost  the  spirit. 

While  I  am  opposed  to  every  variety 
of  intemperance  and  in  favor  of  the 
passage  of  laws  to  punish  crime  in  all  ita 
forms,  I  will  vote  for  the  repeal  of  this 
law,  not  in  consideration  of  any  tempo¬ 
rary  interest  whatever,  but  because  I 
belive  it  to  be  a  false  remedy  for  the  cure 
of  intemperance,  and  that  to  rely  upon 
such  laws  for  moral  improvement  will 
end  in  signal  failure.  I  hold  it  as  per¬ 
nicious  to  the  people’s  morals  to  turn  the 
public  eye  to  look  for  moral  relief  to  any 
political  legislation  as  the  true  remedy 
for  vice  and  immorality. 

The  public  eye  should  be  educated  to 
look  for  moral  reform  aloDe  within  the 
family  circle.  The  “Kinder  Garten”, 
the  State  school,  Sabbath  school,  and 
above  and  over  all,  the  Church,  which 
is  the  volumary  plan  of  a  God,  set  up  on 
earth  to  moralize  the  world.  One  of 
the  wholesome  lessons  we  find  in  thia 
Bsok  of  inspiration  is  that  it  thorough¬ 
ly  furnishes  the  whole  human  family  to 
every  good  work. 

I  hope  that  the  even  moral  course  of 
our  people  will  not  be  interrupted. 

I  know  the  course  of  certain  politi¬ 
cians  who  are  against  the  repeal  of  this 
Jaw.  It  is  ostensibly  for  moral  reform, 
but  reaily  to  get  more  political  power 
over  the  man.  If  the  Legislature,  or  a 
majority  over  the  minority,  can  say 
what,  and  in  what  manner,  the  citizens 
shall  eat  and  drink,  where  is  the  reserv¬ 
ed  liberty?  Thecitiz9n  has  none.  The 
Legislature  has  it  all.  ItiskiDg — hence 
the  citizen  i?  a  serf  or  slave.  The  good 
sense  of  this  House  will  wipe  this  law 
from  the  statute  book  forever.  I  hope 
that  this  will  be  the  last  mistake  in  go 
ing  back  to  the  tenth  and  eleventh  cen 
turies  to  re-enact  a  law  for  an  enligh  & 
ened  and  free  people. 
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KEYSTONE  GOOD  TEMPLAR 

FOR 


APREMITJM 

For  every  Subscriber. 

.A.  PREMIUM 

For  every  one  who  sends  us  Subscri¬ 
bers. 

A  CHAISTCR] 


To  make  Money  ancl  do  Good. 

We  believe  the  interests  of  the  Prohi¬ 
bition  movement  in  Pennsylvania  and 
the  United  States  demand  and  require  a 
much  wider  circulation  of  Temperance 
Journals,  The  doctrine  of  Prohibition 
is  no  longer  confined  to  societies  and 
fanatics,  but  the  resolute  few  have  suc¬ 
ceeded  in  getting  it  into  the  church,  the 
courts,  the  legislature,  even  on  the  stat¬ 
ute  bocks.  It  is  in  politics,  and  politi¬ 
cal  parties  and  journals  are  compelled,  no 
matter  how  reluctantly,  to  acknowledge 
its  presence  and  discuss  its  merits  and 
demerits. 

But  its  very  prominence  increases  its 
dangers.  The  liquor  men  have  well  sus¬ 
tained  journals  of  their  »wn  and  large 
numbers  of  hired  ones  to  misrepresent 
•every  phase  of  the  question  and  to  prej¬ 
udice  the  people  against  it.  Party  poli¬ 
ticians  and  liquor  leagues  are  com¬ 
bining  against  it,  and  are  seeking  by  fair 
and  foul  means  to  check  its  onward 
march.  Especially  at  this  time ,  therefore , 
does  it  need  strong,  able,  widely  circula¬ 
ted  journals  to  explain  its  provisions, 
defend  its  operations,  answer  the  false¬ 
hoods  of  its  enemies,  unite  its  friends  and 
direct  the  battle  in  its  favor. 


Impressed  with  these  facts,  we  again 
present  the  Vindicator  and  Good 
Templar  to  its  friends  as  an  outspoken 
and  uncompromiisng  prohibition  journal 
anxious  to  do  more  during  the  year  1875 
than  even  before  for  the  cause,  Hear 
the  close  of  the  seventh  year,  it  is 
probably  the  oldest  weekly  Prohibition 
journal  in  the  country — certainly  the 
oldest  published  without  change  of  man¬ 
agement  and  location.  It  is  published 
at  the  State  capital,  has  already  a  well 
established  circulation  and  position, 
with  an  able  and  constantly  increasing 
coins  of  contributors  and  correspondents, 
and  with,  we  believe,  a  host  of  warm  and 
devoted  friends.  It  can  be  made  to  reach 
tens  of  thousands  more  of  our  people  and 
carry  more  convincing  power  on  its 
weekly  rounds,  and  we  have  faith  in 
the  incrsased  devotion  and  kindly  sym¬ 
pathy  of  earnest  co-workers  throughout 
the  State  to  believe  this  will  be  done. 
We  will  do  our  share,  and  if  the  thousands 
who  read  this  will  each  devote  a  little 
time  and  money  to  it,  which  every  one  can 
do  without  burthening  themselves,  other 
thousands  will  become  subscribers,  their 
subscriptions  will  furnish  ns  the  means 
of  increasing  the  value  of  the  paper,  and 
the  cause  will  be  the  gainer. 

To  make  this  work  easier  on  the  part 
of  friends,  and  to  make  the  advertising 
columns  help  to  pay  them  for  the  work, 
we  have  determined  to  offer  the  follow¬ 
ing  liberal 

PREMIUM  LIST 

OF 

GOOD  THINGS 
USEFUL  THINGS 
VALUABLE  THINGS 

THAT 

ANY  —  EVERY 

Header  can  obtain  without  money  and 
with  a  little  effort  while  doing-  good. 
Ledge  canvassers  can  obtain  them  for 
themselves  or  for  the  use  of  their  lodges. 

It  will  be  observed : 

1.  That  every  subscriber  will  re¬ 
ceive  a  very  liberal  premium,  costing  in 
some  instances  as  much  at  retail  as  the 
subscription  price  of  our  paper. 

2.  That  every  body  who  works  for  us 
will  be  well  paid,  besides  having  the  con- 


sciousness  ot  doing  good  to  his  fellow 
iran  and  Ids  conutry  by  advancing  tlie 
the  cause  of  Prohibition. 


For  each  Subscriber  at  $2, 

We  offer  the  choice  of  the  following  arti¬ 
cles,  sent  by  mail,  post  paid  : 

A  first  class  three  year  old  Grape 
Vine, 

A  first  class  one  year  old  rose," 

A  $2  steel  Engraving, 

A  fine  Chromo, 

A  silver  Thimble, 

75  cents  worth  cf  T'lcwer  13 nibs, 
Garden  seeds,  Temperance  Tracts, 
or  Sheet  music,  Tit-' 

50  of  the  finest  t l  ist  ol  board  Visiting 
Cards,  beautifully  printed,  and  in 
a  neat  case. 


For  3  Subscribers  and  33 

A  choice  of  any  of  the  premiums  offer¬ 
ed  for  single  subscriber 

For  3  Subscribers  and  $10- 

The  choice  of  any  two  premiums  offer¬ 
ed  to  single  subscribe  s. 

Tor  )Q  Subscribers  and  $20- 

The  choice  of  any  five  premiums  offer¬ 
ed  to  single  subscribers,  or  an  extra  copy 
of  the  Vindicator  and  Good  Temp- 
iaii,  and  two  premiums,  or  either  of  the 
ollowing  articles ;  Silver  plated  child’s 
fup,  beautifully  engraved  $4;  silver 
plated  call  bell  ;  Order  for  $4.00  worth 
of  vines,  roses,  Ac. 

Tor  13  Subscribers  and  S30- 

An  order  for  $5.00  worth  of  vines, 
roses,  &c  ;  A  silver  plated  syrup  cup,  $6 ; 
Pair  solid  gold  sleeve  buttons,  $6 ;  Or  a 
gold  pen  and  silver  case,  $6 ;  Treat  fast 
castor.  $0. 

For  20  Subscribers  and  $40. 

Order  for  $".50  worth  of  vines,  roses, 
Ac. 

A  beautif  ul  silver  plate  cidmner  castor, 
$8.50;  or  cake  basket,  $8.50 ;  or  spoon 
holder,  $8.50 ;  or  but-ter  dish,  $8.75. 


For  26  Subscribers  and  $60. 

Order  foi  $10.  worth  of  vines,  roses  Ac, 

A  silver  plated  butter  dish,  $11. 

For  33  Subscribers  and  300. 

Order  for  814.  worth  of  vines,  roses 
Ac.  Silver  plated  ice  pitcher,  $14.50;  ora 
gents  silver  watch,  $15. 

For  40  Subscribers  and  $30. 

Order  lor  $20.  worth  of  vines,  roses,  Ac. 

(One  dozen  silver  teaspoons,  $20. 

For  50  Subscribers  and  $fO0« 

*  Set  of  service  for  initiatory  ceremony, 
consisting  of  a  silver  plated  pitcher  and 
six  goblets,  $32 ;  A  tine  French  clock, 
$31.50. 

Order  for  $30.  worth  of  vines,  roses 
Ac. 

Premiums  for  higher  numbers  of  sub¬ 
scribers  furnished  on  application.  The 
higher  the  number  of  subscribers  the 
greater  the  relative  value  of  the  premium.. 
Where  desired,  other  articles  of  equal 
value  will  be  substituted  for  those  offered. 

Among  the  other  articles  we  can  fur¬ 
nish  are  the  l’oilowing  too  well  known  to 
need  description.  Price  descriptive  cir¬ 
culars  sent  on  application. 

Fairbanks  celebrated  Scales, 
ranging  in  price  from  $3  to  $600,  and  for 
every  possible  purpose  from  the  weighing 
of  a  \  ounce  letter  to  a  train  of  railroad 
cars.  These  are  unquestionably  the  best 
scales  made.  The  manufactory  is  loca¬ 
ted  at  St  Johnsbury,  Vermont,  employs 
600  hands  and  is  thoroughly  prohibitory. 

Mason  A  Hamlin  Cabinet  Organs, 
from  $55  to  $500,  and  of  every  style.  This 
company  are  the  leading  organ  makers  of 
the  world," doing  a  large  business  in 
Europe  as  well  as  America.  The  prices 
are  not  ficticious, [but  the  lowest  cash 
p”  unalterable.  These  or» 

gans  stand  everywhere  as  unrivaled  and 
unexcelled.  Messrs.  Gould  and  Fischer, 
1210  Chestnut  St.,  Philadelphia,  furnish 
those  we  offer. 


NOW  Is  THE  TIME  TO  i  THISCBI  BE  * 


Address,  Geo.  F.  SIcFaiPtnd, 
Editor  and  Publisher, 

Xo.  IS  X.  Third  St., 
Ilmbl  i  rg,  P 


